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PREFACE 


The theory of interpolation is a subject which has progressed 
more slowly than many other branches of mathematics. The reason 
for this is not far to seek. The practical computer finds himself suffi- 
ciently occupied with the carrying out of lengthy calculations, and 
would rather leave it to the mathematician to provide the neces- 
sary tools for these calculations. The mathematician, on the 
other hand, while undoubtedly interested in the question of expand- 
ing functions in interpolation-series, prefers looking at the ques- 
tion from the point of view of expansion in infinite series; but these 

‘are of no use to the computer who only wants the first few terms of 

; the series and limits to the error committed. The result is, in many 

‘cases, that the class of expansion which is most interesting from the 
point of view of the mathematician, is the least useful to the com- 
puter. Yet a collaboration between the two is necessary in order to 
obtain satisfactory results. 

At present, a non-rigorous point of view is dominant in most 

, text-books on interpolation. Formulas and methods are de- 

veloped on the assumption that the function under consideration 

is a polynomial, and thereafter applied to functions which are 

| certainly not polynomials. No distinction is made between the 
operation of calculating the value of a function previously defined, 
and that of inserting values in an interval where the function is not 
defined. Thus the profound difference between a proved fact and 
an hypothesis is ignored. | 

Attempts have been made, now and then, to present the subject 
of interpolation, adopting the point of view that only such approxi- 
mative formulas are to be included for which it is possible to derive 
a remainder-term simple enough to permit the calculation of limits 
to the error involved in the formula. The earliest and most con- 
spicuous of these attempts is due to Markoff (‘Differenzenrech- 
nung,” Leipzig 1896). Without in the least characterizing these 
attempts as failures, it may be said that the results they contain are 
too incomplete to enable the computer to do with them alone. 

v 
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As long as a vast number of the most efficient working formulas 
were not provided with remainder-terms, it was not to be expected 
that the new point of view would be welcomed by those for whom 
it was intended. 

The number of formulas with workable remainder-terms has 
lately increased so much, that although further development is 
still possible and desirable, a fresh attempt should be made at 
writing a text-book on the aforesaid lines. This book owes its 
existence to the lectures the author has in recent years given to 
actuarial students at the University of Copenhagen, and is, with a 
few additions and simplifications, a translation of the Danish edi- 
tion published in 1925. I wish it to be understood that the book is 
meant as a text-book, and not as a hand-book or encyclopedia on 
the subject. To carry through with consistency the point of view 
which appears to me to be the only tenable one, has been my prin- 
cipal aim. References to the literature on the subject have there- 
fore only occasionally been inserted; but the reader who requires a 
synopsis of what has been written on finite differences, will have an 
excellent guide in the list of literature appended to Professor N. E. 
Norlund’s book “Differenzenrechnung” (Berlin, 1924). 

The mathematical equipment required in order to master the book 
is very small. A knowledge of the first principles of the differential 
and integral calculus should be sufficient. In one or two places a 
knowledge of the theory of the Gamma-Function has been as- 
sumed; but these paragraphs, which have been printed in smaller 
type, have no organic connection with the rest, and may be left out 
without damage to the context. The last section of the book, 
§21, contains some auxiliary theorems of elementary mathematics, 
and may be read independently of the rest. 

The numerical examples have been selected -in such a way that 
they are thought sufficient for illustrating the methods in all cases 
where the application is not quite obvious. They have not been 
chosen with a view to taxing the methods to the utmost, but, as 
should be the case in a text-book, rather with a view to avoiding 
heavy numerical work which would deter the student from going 
through the examples by himself. With a table of logarithms, 
with Barlow’s “Table of Squares, etc.,” and a product-table such 
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as Crelle’s or, still better, Tsuneta Yano’s,) the reader will be 
amply equipped for the calculations occurring in the book, although 
an arithmometer, if at hand, is most useful. 

It has, on many occasions, been difficult to find suitable names 
for the formulas. If the truth be told, most of the formulas of 
the theory of interpolation should be called ‘‘Newton’s formula,’ 
as appears from ‘“Methodus Differentialis’”’ and other writings 
of this great mathematician. But practical considerations have 
taken the place of the historical ones, and I have therefore retained 
the names by which the formulas usually go (Stirling, Bessel, 
Cotes, etc.). 

I wish to acknowledge my indebtedness to Mr. Arthur Stevenson 
of the University of Toronto, Canada, who has helped me to polish 
up the English of my translation. My thanks are also due to The 
Williams & Wilkins Company for meeting my wishes with respect 
to the publication of this work. 

J. F, STEFFENSEN, 

Copenhagen, November, 1925. 


1 Published by: The First Mutual Life Insurance Company, Tokyo, Japan. 
This table contains in small book-form the same information as Crelle’s 
table. 
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§1. Introduction 


_ 1. The theory of interpolation may, with certain reservations, 
_be said to occupy itself with that kind of information about a func- 
tion which can be extracted from a table of the function. If, for 


certain values of the variable xo, 21, %, ... , the corresponding 
values of the function f(x), f(x), f(a), . . . are known, we may 
collect our information in the table 

Lo f(x) 

v1 f (#1) 

Le f (2) 


and the first question that occurs to the mind is, whether it is pos- 
sible, by means of this table, to calculate, at least approximately, 
the value of f(z) for an argument not found in the table. 

It must be admitted at once, that this problem—“‘interpolation” 
in the more restricted sense of the term—cannot be solved by means 
of these data alone. The table contains no other information than 
a correspondence between certain numbers, and if we insert another 
argument x and a perfectly arbitrarily chosen number f(x) as corre- 
sponding to that argument, we in no way contradict the information 
contained in the table. 

2. It follows that, if the problem of interpolation is to have a 
, definite, even if approximate, solution, it is absolutely indispensable 
_to possess, beyond the data contained in the table, at least a certain 
general idea of the character of the function. In practice, it is a 
“very general custom to derive formulas of interpolation on the 
assumption that the function with which we have to deal is a poly- 
nomial of a certain degree. The formula will, then, produce exact 
‘results if applied to a polynomial of the same or lower degree; but 

if it is applied to a polynomial of higher degree or to a function which 
is not a polynomial, nothing whatever is known about the accuracy 
i 


excess 
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obtained. In order to justify the application to such cases, it is 
customary to refer to the fact that most functions can, at least 
within moderate intervals, be approximated to by polynomials of a 


suitable degree. But this is only shirking the real difficulty; for 


if we have to deal with a numerical calculation, it is not sufficient to 
know that an approximation is obtainable; what we want to know, 
is how close is the approximation actually obtained. 

3. Amore fertile assumption, the correctness of which can often 
be ascertained, is that f(x) possesses, in a certain interval, a con- 
tinuous differential coefficient of a certain order k. It will be 
shown later, that any such function can be represented as the sum 
of a polynomial and a “remainder-term” which is of such a simple 
nature, that if two numbers are known between which the differ- 
ential coefficient of order k is situated, we can find limits to the 
error committed by neglecting the remainder-term in the inter- 
polation. 

In order to avoid having continuously to revert to the question of 
the assumptions made about f(x), let it be stated here once and 
for all, that f(x), where nothing else is expressly said, means a real, 
single-valued function, continuous in a closed interval, say 
a <x Sb, and possessing in this interval a continuous differential 
coefficient of the highest order of which use is made in deriving 


each formula under consideration. If this order be k, f*t (a) 


need not exist at all; much less is there any necessity for assuming 


_ that f(x) is a polynomial or at least an analytical function. 


Making such liberal assumptions about f(x), we will, nevertheless, 
be able to solve, in a simple and satisfactory manner, not only the 
interpolation problem in the restricted sense, but a great number 
of problems of a similar nature, which, taken together, form the 
contents of the theory of interpolation in the wider sense of the 
word. 

4. While I assume that the reader is familiar with the notion 
of a “continuous function” and with the definitions of a differential 
coefficient and an integral, I make otherwise little use of analysis 
in this book. Two theorems belonging to elementary mathematical 
analysis are, however, so frequently referred to, that I find it prac- 
tical to state them here, together with their proofs: 

1. Rolle’s Theorem. If f(x) is continuous in the closed interval 
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aS x Sb and differentiable in the open interval a< x <b, and 
if f(a) = f(b) = 0, it is possible to find at least one point ¢ inside 
the interval, such that 


f'(é) = 0 (<2 ob): 


Proof. If f(x) is not identically zero in the interval (in which 
case the theorem is obvious), let m and M be the smallest and 
largest values it attains. As f(x) is a continuous function, at least 
one of these values must be attained for some argument ¢ situated 
between a and 6b, as f(a) = f(b). For this value we must have 
f'(&) = 0, as otherwise f(x) would be increasing or decreasing in the 
neighbourhood of ~ and assume values larger and smaller than f(£) 
which is impossible. 

2. The Theorem of Mean Value. Let f(x) and g(x) be integrable 
functions of which f(x) is continuous in the closed interval a< x <b}, 
while g(x) does not change sign in the interval. There exists, then, 
at least one point & inside the interval such that 


b b 
J s@ewae = [ede  (a<e<d. 


Proof. Let (x) be positive (otherwise we may consider — ¢(2)), 
and let m</f(x) <M. Then 


m [oleae < [ s@retads = M | oleae, 


There must, therefore, exist a number yu, intermediate between m 
and M, such that 


b 
f AOC uf ele)ar; 


and as f(z) is continuous, » may be replaced by f(é). 

The Theorem of Mean Value is easily extended to double in- 
tegrals and to sums; we need not go into details. 

Occasionally use has been made of results, borrowed from the 
theory of the Gamma-Function;! but the student who is not familiar 


1See, for instance, Whittaker and Watson: Modern Analysis, third ed., 
Chapter XII. 
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with that function can, without any inconvenience, leave out those 
paragraphs, which have, therefore, been printed in smaller type. 

5. Finally, we make considerable use of a simple theorem, be- 
longing to the theory of series. Let us put 


S'S OF ives, (2) 
0 


an equation which serves to define R, 41, if S, Uo, Ui, ... Un 
are given. But we may also look upon (2) as an expansion for 
S with its remainder-term R, +1. In that case, let the first non- 
vanishing term after U, be Un+s. We have, then, 


Rae Ug ig lin ee (3) 


From this is immediately seen, that if R,4., and R,+5.+41 have 
opposite signs, then U, + , must have the same sign as R,z +1 and 
be numerically larger. This theorem, to which we shall refer as 
the Error-Test, expresses, then, that if Ra4s.1 and Ra+s41 have 
opposite signs, then the remainder-term is numerically smaller than 
the first rejected, non-vanishing term, and has the same sign. 

It would seem at first, that nothing much is gained by this theorem, 
as properties of the remainder-term are expressed by other proper- 
ties belonging to the same; but we shall see later on that the sign 
of the remainder-term can often be easily determined by means of 
the known properties of the function to be developed, so that the 
theorem is of considerable practical value. 

It may be noted that it is also seen from (3) that the condition 
that the two remainder-terms shall have opposite signs, is not only 
sufficient but also necessary, in order that the theorem shall hold. 


§2. Displacement-Symbols and Differences. 


6. In the theory of interpolation it is convenient to make use of 
certain symbols, denoting operations. Some of these symbols are 
important analogues of the symbols, known from the differential 
and integral calculus, denoting differentiation and integration. 

In dealing with finite. differences, we must first mention the 
symbol of displacement E*. If this symbol is prefixed to a function 
J(&) or, as we shall say for brevity, if H* is applied to f(x), we mean, 
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that f(x) is changed into f(x + a). We have therefore, according 
to definition, 


E* fz) =f@ +a). 

The letter a stands for any real number (positive, zero or nega- 
tive). Wehaveevidently H° = 1. Ifa = 1, the exponent is usually 
left out, so that H = FE}, 

The practical utility of the displacement-symbol depends on the 
fact that it obeys certain fundamental laws, and that it is in several 
respects permissible to operate with it, as if it were a number. 

Thus, this symbol possesses the distributive property which is ex- 
pressed in the equation 

E (f(x) + ¢ ()] = E* f(a) + E+ ¢ (2). 
According to this relation, the correctness of which is obvious, the 
symbol £* can be applied to the sum of two functions by applying 
it to each of the functions separately and adding the result. 

Two displacement-symbols are said to be “multiplied” with each 
other, if one is applied after the other to the same function. In 
this respect, too, these symbols resemble numbers, as the order in 
which the “factors” are taken is immaterial. It is, for instance, 
evident that 

Et BE fc) = E> E* f(z). 

This property is called the commutative property; it also holds 

with respect to a constant k, as 


E«k f(a) =k E*f(x). 
The “exponents” a, b, etc., resemble real exponents in that 
Be BP f(a) = Be +* f(x); 
in words, we shall say that the displacement-symbol obeys the 
index law. It follows that the nth power of the symbol denotes the 
operation repeated n times. 


The product of two displacement-symbols (EZ? *) may be looked 
upon as a single operation H* +>, and it is easily seen that 


(Ht E) He f(a) = Ee (° E*) f(z), 


a relation which expresses the so-called assocvative property, another 
property which our symbol has in common with numbers. 
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A linear function of displacement-symbols, and consequently any 
polynomial in such symbols, may be considered as an operation, 
e.g. 


(k.E* + hE) fi) =k Ee f@) +hk fa), 


and this operation has, like the displacement-symbol itself, the dis- 
tributive, commutative and associative properties. The compo- 
nent parts of the compound operation possess the same properties; 
thus 


(k H* + hE) f(x) = (Boh + Ek) f(a). 


The reader will, finally, easily ascertain that two linear functions 
of displacement-symbols can be multiplied together according to 
ordinary rules, for instance 


(¢ Ee +h E>) (LE* + m E®) f(a) 
= (kl Es +e 4 hl He + +km EH +a + hm E® ga) GA) Pe 


It follows from all these properties, taken together, that poly- 
nomials in displacement-symbols can be formed according to the same 
rules as are valid for numbers. 

On the other hand it is necessary to call attention to the fact, 
that while division with E* may without ambiguity be interpreted 
as multiplication with H-, it is not yet allowed to divide by a 
polynomial in displacement-symbols, nor is it permitted to employ 
infinite series of such symbols. The examination of these questions 
follows in §18. 

In many cases where confusion is not to be feared, the expression 
of the function f(x) is left out, and the calculation performed with 
the symbols alone. In that case we write, for instance, k + Es 
instead of kf(x) + f(« + a). This often means a considerable 
economy in writing. 

In dealing with functions of two or more variables (or functions) 
it is often necessary to introduce symbols each acting on one of the 
variables (or functions) and not on the others. These symbols must 
then be distinguished from each other, e.g., by denoting them by 

+, Hf, ete. After what has been said, the reader will have no 
difficulty in satisfying himself that polynomials in Ef and Ey, can 
be formed as if #7 and £7, were numbers. 
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7. The simplest, and at the same time most important, linear 
functions of displacement-symbols are the differences. In particu- 
lar, we note the three kinds of differences defined by the equations 


Af(z) =f@ +1) —f@) 
VI@) = f(a) —f@ — 1) (1) 
f(x) = fe + 2) —f@ — 2) 


or, in symbolical form, 


A=H 1 
V=1-E4 (2) 
s=fHt-E-, 


They are called respectively the descending, the ascending and 
the central difference. The reason for this is made clear by a con- 
sideration of the following three ‘‘difference-tables.”’ In these, the 
numerical values are the same in corresponding places in all the three 
tables, so that only the notation differs. 


n f(n) A LA? ZS IS: 
-2 2 |, 
S a (eae 
; fo | SD | ey | UC2 | aayeay 
1 7) pen EArt 

afi) 

2 f(2) > 
n f(n) v v2 v3 v4 
Ss, Jeet Fite 
5 yo) | VIO yyay | VID | oye) 

1 igen acy 2) 

vs) 

2 7) ph sieel Caen teh ans 
n f(n) 5 3 53 54 
=—2 f(-2) a8} 
me er eee ee ere) | say 

0 f(0) afd) 570) (fh). 870) 

1 fQ) f(a ef(1) : 

2 f(2) i 
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It is seen that f(n), Af(n), Af(n), ... . for constant n, are 

always found on the same descending line, f(n), Vf(n), Vf(n), 

. on the same ascending line, while f(n), s(n), df(n)... 

are found on a horizontal line, the same applying to éf(n + 4), 
df(n + 3), Of + 3),-.- 

8. The three kinds of differences are analogous to the symbol 

of differentiation D, defined by Df(x) = f’(x). We introduce the 
three polynomials of degree n 


gM ete —1)...¢—n-+-1) 
a-Y =a¢7~+1)...@+n-—1) = (- 1)" (-2)” 


wi =2(2+%—1)(24+%~-2)...(-2 +1) (3) 
n (n — 1) 
=«(2+%~-1) 


They are called respectively the descending, the ascending and 
the central factorial. For n = 0 we assign to them the value 1 
(which is also obtained if they are expressed by Gamma-Functions). 
For n > 0 they all contain x as a factor, and therefore vanish for 
x= 0. We now find 


Ac™ = (4 +1) — 2 
mee Ye ol) ea) 


= nee; 
further 
Veo) =g-) —-@— 1c” 
=2-"+) [(¢+n—1) —-(t—D] 
=nr-*t+): 
finally 
balm] = (& + 3) (2 + * yore (x — 4) € — = We 


= (24 7B 1) [@+ (042 )-@-» (2-"> | 
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= (n — 2) 


= nzlr— Of 
We have, therefore, proved the following important properties: 
Ack™ = nve- D; Val-™ = nal-*+ 1); 62) = nzh- 1}; (4) 


these relations are quite analogous to the formula Dz” = na"-1, 
well known from the differential calculus. 

The central factorials of even and odd order may respectively be 
written 


CA Hol rt eB Coetioe8 Vecy yee ites (28a Bd 


_ Q— a (5) 


gle + 1) = 2(a"* — 4) (ees — $) eo 6 E 4 


which shows that x] is an even, x +1) an odd function of x. 
On some occasions the following notation will be found useful: 


[2v] 
x@\~t = 2 = 2(@?— 1) @— 4)... fe? - @- 14 


(6) 
2 gg het . Qy — 1)? 
ee i aes -@-p@-y...[e- 7d a 


The former of these functions is an odd, the latter an even func- 
tion of x, so that, as in the case of (5) the symbolical exponent is odd 
when the function is odd, and even when it is even. 

9. It is easily seen that Az", Vx" and 62” are all polynomials 
of degree nm — 1. Therefore the first difference of a polynomial 
of degree n will be of degree n — 1, the m of degree n — m, the 
n** a constant, while all the following differences vanish. 

It may be concluded from (4), that the n” difference of 2" isn}, 
whether in the case of descending, ascending, or central differences; 
for 2* may clearly be written as a factorial of degree n minus a cer- 
tain polynomial of degree n — 1 which vanishes by repeating the 
difference-operation n times. 
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10. On account of the properties we have proved for displace- 
ment-symbols we obtain by the binomial theorem 


Aye) = B - ye) 
=se-+n)—(7)e-+n—1)+($)fee-+n—2) + (De) 
(1 — Bye) 
= see) — (7) te 1) + (9) te — 2) =. + (DY e—m) 

ya) = @ — B-¥@) 


= i(2 +8) —(T) {a +3 - 1) tet ( ny(z 8). 


It is seen from these equations, or still more simply by means of 
the relations V = H-! A, 6 = H-? A, that 
Vi4(z) = AS@ — n), f(x) = A*f@ — »). (8) 


11. Another important symbol which is a linear function of 
displacement-symbols is the mean O, defined by! 


f@+% +f@—- 
2 


VG 
(7) 


O f(x) = 
or 


Ei+z- 
a ——— (9) 


The reader will have no difficulty in proving for himself the fol- 
lowing three pairs of formulas of which use will be made later on: 
64+ -1lanzlrl-1 
fa 
Oget+1l-1 = gla), 
mf) = A” f(—») te 
CY +190) = BLAH I(— ») + AY H1G(—» — DL. 
64t+if(t) = VIR GX (— 
i) (-») ae 


O 


Lo? fa) LAPT ed) eee 


1 This symbol is due to Thiele. English authors sometimes write yu, a no- 
tation introduced by Sheppard. 
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Finally, we note the simple relations 
2 
mt =1+5, B=o+% (13) 


12. For the n* difference of a product of two functions, a 
theorem holds which is analogous to Leibnitz’ well-known theorem 


Du, = > "\ Dn -* yu, D’ v,. (14) 
Vv 


»=0 


Let EH; be a symbol acting on wu, alone, and Hy, a symbol acting 
onv, alone. Then we have 


A Uz V2 = Uz 410241 — Urs 
= (HE, Ey; — 1) Uetz 
or 
pam lly Err 0, 
so that,! as Hy, = 1+ Ay, 
A =f; An+ Ar (15) 


and hence 


A®* = (£; An + Ay)" 


> @ TSE ai 


y=0 


or, introducing U2vz, 


nm 


A*Uzt2 = 2 &) LO Pat, NUE (16) 


»=0 
This formula which is the required one can, of course, be proved 
by ordinary induction, but the proof becomes more lengthy. 


1 Formula (15) holds not only for the product of we and vz but for any 
function of uz and vz. The same applies to (17). 
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Similarly, from 


6= Ei O17 + Baas 67 (17) 
we find 
= > (*\teE Z gn-> 
v=0 \? Df Fhe iii 
and hence 
Uz Vz = > OY) 50g 4 Oe BR? (18) 
zUa Rey os z— 3 5] 


a relation which may also be proved by putting, in (16), A = H's. 

13. We have assumed that the table-interval is unity; but a 
series of corresponding theorems may be established, if the inter- 
val is any number h = Az. In that case the operation A might be 
defined by 


A fv) = f@ +h) — f@) 
= f(z + Az) — fi). 
Writing, under these circumstances, 
a” = 2(x —h) (z@— 2h)... [x — (n— hl, 


we find 


ZX ain) 
Va 


= neo = i) 


tending, forh 0, to Da" = nz —!, while for h = 1 the first form- 
ula (4) results. 

We shall, however, not pursue this extension, but assume hence- 
forth, where nothing else is expressly stated, that the interval is 
unity; the results for interval h being always easily obtainable by a 
linear transformation of the variable. 

14. Let us now, for a moment, assume that f(x) is a polynomial 
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of degree n. It may then be proved that f(x) can be represented 
by the following four expansions 


fa) = 7 DFO) 


SaaS (0) 


Vs 


= 2 
(19) 
” a(— ») 
0 Vs 


and 
yp! 


' 5 f(0). 


n 
=2 
0 


The method of proof is the same in all four cases. If, for instance, 
we put 


n 
f(@) = ac “”, 


then the coefficients c, may be determined by performing on both 
sides the operation A” and putting, thereafter,z = 0. In this way 


we find A’ f(0) = v! c, whence c, = e A’ f(0), so that the second 
Vs 


expansion (19) has been proved. The other expansions are proved 
by performing the operations D’, V” and 6’ on expansions in 2’, 
z~—” and x) respectively with unknown coefficients. 

The expansions (19) are all unique. For, if there were two dif- 
ferent expansions in, say, x"!, their difference would be an expansion 
of the form 


QO = ko + kyl + kp WI +... + krack), 


the coefficients being not all zero. But this is impossible; for k, 
must vanish, being the coefficient of x", if the polynomial on the 
right is arranged in ordinary powers of x; for a similar reason 
k, —1 must vanish; and so on.—The expansions in 2 and 2 ” 
may be dealt with in the same way. 

15. If f(x) is not a polynomial, expansions in factorials should 
not be used without examination of the remainder-term. Even if 
such expansions, if continued indefinitely, are convergent and 
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unique—which is not always the case—they are, without remain- 
der-terms, practically useless for interpolation, where they are used 
for numerical calculation, and where the object is to obtain, by 
means of the smallest possible number of terms, the desired degree 
of approximation. In order to derive remainder-terms it is, how- 
ever, necessary to place the investigation on a broader basis, and for 
this purpose we make use of the divided differences already intro- 
duced by Newton! which form the subject of the following section. 


§3. Divided Differences 


16. The 1*, 2-4... r divided differences of f(x) with respect 
to the arguments Xo, 41, Y2, . . . are defined by the following system 
of equations 


f(x) — fr) 


f(Xo, X1) = 
Lo — Ui 
fo, U1, X2) a ee (1) 
: 0 Xe 
flo, ea f(%o, . » - Tr~1) — f@y, » . . &) 


LY) a A 


where it has, for the time being, been assumed that the arguments 
Xo, M1, ... x, are all different. If the values of f(z) employed in 
these equations are known, they may evidently serve for the suc- 
cessive calculation of the divided differences. 

We shall often, where no misunderstanding is to be feared, for 
brevity denote the r divided difference by f,, that is 


tet, v1, 50: Dele (2) 
The difference-table for divided differences has the following 
appearance 
I TPs SEV ae A ee ee 
nce f(x) fi fr fs 
ae J (0) a a ri 
f (Xo, 21) 
a f(t) é 0, “1, 42 
i ee aS a hs ae Bs F (Xo, 21, a, 2s) 
Zs f (xs) 2 @3) 


ee eet | ere ee ened Nene eee See tele ee 


‘ See papers by Duncan C. Fraser in the Journal of the Institute of Actu- 
aries, vol. LI, p. 77 and p. 211. 
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It is, however, clear that it is possible, with the given values of 
f(x), to form several more divided differences than those stated in 
the table, for instance f(Xo, 22), f(20, 21, X3), etc. But for obvious 
reasons we content ourselves with a number of differences, suffi- 
cient for interpolation-purposes, and when the succession of argu- 
ments Xo, Xi, X2, . . . (which need not be arranged in increasing 
order of magnitude) has once been settled, the difference-schedule 
has the appearance shown above. 

17. It is clear that f, must be a linear function of f(x0), f(x), 
..../Jf(z,), and we may without difficulty derive an explicit ex- 
pression for this function. We write, for abbreviation, 


P@) = @ — 20) (@ —%1) ... @ — Ar) 


t— Ly 


Pn) 
and prove by induction that 


(4) 


For this formula is valid for r = 1 in which case it reduces to 
fi= Fo) _ 4 F(%)_ _ FG) = fle), 
Lo— 2% =X — Xo Xo — 1% 


Let us now assume that it has been proved for fi, fo, . . .f,; it may, 
then, be proved that it is also valid for f, +1; for by (4) and the last 
equation (1) we find 


2 f(,) E {@) 1 
Sri -[2 (2, — Zo)... (%—47) = (ty—21) «.. (ty — —| Lo— 4, +1 
=> f(z) 


(x, — Zo) .-- (Ly — % 41)’ 


it being understood that the factor (x, — 2,) must be left out in all 
the denominators. But this expression is identical with (4), if r 
is replaced by 7 + 1 in the latter equation. 

From (4) we obtain the important theorem, that f, is symmetrical 
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in all the r + 1 arguments, so that the order in which these are 
taken is indifferent, e.g. 


F420, 2h, ko 4 Sl om AG ee ae 


18. We may express f, in several other ways.1 Let 6, be an 
operation which, applied to f(a), changes this function into 


i fied = = Ste) 


Op f(Xo) = f(Xo, Xp). (5) 


The symbol 6, acts on 2) alone. It has the distributive property, as 
On [f(o) + ¢ o)] = Op f(@o) + Op 9 Co), 
and the operations 6, and 6, are commutatwe, for 
6504 (es) = 09 to — Se 
BiG) = en a ear 
(Zo — Xp) (To — Ta) (Lo — Xp) (Ta — Xp) (Zo — Xe) (Xp — Te) 


and this expression is symmetrical in p and q. 
It is now easily proved by induction that 


fe Sle So 6 0; f (Xo). (6) 


For this theorem is obvious for r = 1, and if it has been proved as 
far as 7 inclusive, we find 


Cem O reais. 61 f (Xo) = 6.41 f Be i; aiens Lz) 
_ Fo, %, ae Nees een Be 
©) — Ur+1 
= fr41; 


as f(r 41,%1,... Xr) = f(t, Xe, ... 2,41), fr being a symmetrical 
function of all the arguments. 


1J. L. W. V. Jensen: Sur une expression simple du reste dans la formule 
d’interpolation de Newton. Bulletin de l’Académie Royale de Danemark, 
1894, p. 246, 
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19. A representation of f, by means of integrals is obtained as 
follows. It is found directly, by performing the integration, that 


1 
On f(Xo) = \r [tao + (1 — d)a,] dé. 


The operation 6, may, therefore, be performed in 3 successive 
steps: 
1. Differentiating with respect to 2p. 
2. Replacing Xo by ta + (1 — t) Xp. 
3. Integrating the result with respect to ¢ from 0 to 1. 


We have now, to begin with, interpreting f as 1, 


1 
a= bats = if {' (Goh — 0 V ty) dh, 


and thereafter, by induction, 


L t fy — 1 r 
ip = \ dt, j, dts sue ue dt, f (ct = 0,1); 
0 0 0 1 


for, performing on both sides the operation 6, + 1 and replacing there- 
after t,t by t, +1, we obtain an equation of the same form where r 
has been replaced by r+ 1. For the convenience of the reader we 
will give the proof in detail, using for abbreviation the notation 


(r) 1 7 Gaal 
= as 
\ = jf, dt \ 2 ; dt,, (7) 


so that the relation to be proved may be written 


(r) r 
f= i f” (x be = LN t). 
1 


We now proceed by the three steps mentioned above. 
1. Differentiating with respect to 2, we get 


(r) r 
ft ig eke (x i 20, V. s). 
1 


2. Replacing now Xp by to + (1 — 1)2, +1, we find 


(r) : 
j he ee (‘tle — 2, +) + ty Ur 41 -22,v4). 
1 
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3. Integrating this with respect to ¢ from 0 to 1, we introduce 
the new variable t, +1 = ,t, so that di, 1 = t,dé. The result may 
be written 


(r) tr ae 
0 1 
(r+ 1) r+ 
-j| fr (Got, oa — 3 2,V4)5 
il 


but this is the same result as that which is obtained by replacing 
r by r + 1 in the above expression for f,. 

This expression which has thus been proved may be written more 
neatly by considering that f, is symmetrical in the arguments 


Xo, U1, .. + Lr, So that instead of xt, — = x, V t, we may write 
1 


Lele — Lhe Vb Ve Ww ae 
1 1 
We thus obtain the formula 
(r) r 
f= j TA (x + 246V7 =) (8) 
1 


We shall refer to this formula as Jensen’s formula, although it has 
been found independently by several authors.! 


r 


As 0 <é, <1, the argument x + Dt, V 2, is comprised between 
1 


the smallest and the largest of the numbers Xo, %1, . . . 2;, if these 
are arranged in increasing order of magnitude. 

A limiting case of particular interest arises if we put % = 2; 
M=%m=...=4%, =0;r=n+1. In that case we find, as 
(8) retains a meaning for coinciding arguments, 


(n +1) 
frie | f[°t0 @—t2) 


1 
Ae if 7° +) (x —h x) dt, 
n! 0 


1See Runge and Willers: Numerische und graphische Integration, p. 67 
(Encyklopidie der mathematischen Wissenschaften, Bd. II, 3). Nérlund: 
Differenzenrechnung p. 16. 
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or, if we put f = 1 — 1, 


1 
ites mal (1 — Hr fo+ (at) dt, (9) 


20. The divided differences possess a number of interesting 
properties, amongst which we note the following ones: 

1. It follows from the distributive and commutative properties of 

the operation @, that if f(~) =ke (x) +h v(x), thenf, = ko, + hy,. 
2. A change of origin without change of the tabular values of 
f(x) does not influence the divided differences, as these only depend 
on the given values of the function and on the differences between 
arguments. If, on the other hand, the argument is multiplied by a 
constant factor, while the tabular values of f(x) are left unchanged, 
then f, must be divided by the r power of this constant. 

3. If f(Xo) is a polynomial of the n‘ degree in 2, then f, is a poly- 
nomial of the (n — r) degree in Zp. For the operation 0, reduces 
the degree by unity, as is seen from (5) where the numerator must 
contain the factor %) — 2», as it vanishes for % = Zp. 

4. If f@) = x”, then 


Jo Ste 2. tr (oo tat...+a=n—r), (10) 
the summation being extended to all the different products where 
the sum of the exponents ism — 7. 

The theorem is easily proved by induction, as 
Lo? — ri" 
= A2¢ = ——— 

ii 140 Goes 

Smet or a Cie ase Aa ts 


and 6,41fr = f+41- In particular we have 


n—1l 


joa = 2 Ly, Jn = 1, tn tv = 0 ( > 0). (11) 
0 
The expression (10) is the coefficient of {*~* in the development of 


1 
(1 — tao) (1 — tm)... (1 — é@,) 


1 Thiele: Interpolationsrechnung, §5, §7. 


(12) 
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or 


Atta tet... ltim+fr2+...)...c01 +tx,+fr?+...) 

in powers of ¢, taking ¢“° from the first, #1 from the second, ... 

i“ from the last bracket, and making 2 a, =n —r. The number 
0 


of terms in (10) is obtained by putting a =% =... =27, =1; 
it therefore equals, according to (12), the coefficient of i*—* in the 


expansion of (1 — ¢) ~*~}, that is 


1 
5. If f(x) = 7 we have 
(Sipe 
5s peahciaeal) 13 
f Co M1 ° Lr 
For we find in succession 
ae 
1 Apa > Aen 1 
6 — = ——— = — — 
Xo Lo — U1 Lo Xi 
ui 
6— = etc 
Lo Uo Xi Xo 
r f(0 
6. It appears from (1) that if 7, = »v, then f, = 2 i ) The 
r! 


r* divided difference is, therefore, not comparable with the r 
difference but is generally, numerically speaking, considerably 
smaller. 

7. If all the arguments coincide, we have 


(r) 
hee, a 


as can be seen from (9) for x = 0. 
Cases where some, but not all, of the arguments coincide, are 
treated by (1), avoiding the divisor 0 and making use of (14). 
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We find, for instance, 

fla, a,b) 209 =I,b) _ f@ = flab) 

a—b a—b 
_ F@, a, a) — FG, a, b) 
a—b 

f'@ _ f'@ —fa,b) 
a—b (a—b)? ° 
In practical operations with such divided differences with re- 


peated arguments, the difference-table has, for instance, the follow- 
ing appearance 


’ 


f (a, a, a, b) 


= 2 
ee 


; Le of fe ; 
: f(a) 
f(a, a) 
; aes f(a, a, a) 
5 oe Ay: . f(a, a, b) f(a, a, a, b) 
e f(b) 


If, on the other hand, we had written f(a, b, a) and f(a, a, b, a) 
instead of f(a, a, b) and f(a, a, a, b), the method employed above 
would have resulted in the indeterminate forms 


f(a, b) —f(b,a) 0 
f(a, b, a) = Egan seers)’ ma 
f(a, a, b) — f(a, b, a) 0 
f(@, a, b, a) = Per 
The indetermination can, of course, be avoided by writing a, a +e, 
a+ 2e,....instead of a, a, a,.... and letting e« — 0; in this 
way we arrive at the same results as before, but by detour. 
21. If f(x) is a polynomial of degree n, f(x, Qo, Gi, . . » Gn) 


vanishes, according to No. 20, 3°, as this expression is a divided dif- 
ference of order n + 1. We therefore have, by (4), 


~ f(z) f(o) 
a aie a)  o,) do — 0) (Gg dee — a.) 
de Oi H(an) 


(dp — XZ) (Qn — Go)». (Gn — Gn —1) 
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If, by analogy with (8), we put 
P(x) = (@ — a) (2 —Mm) .. . @ — A) 


P (15) 
P,@) = ee 
the formula may be written 
Se P, (2) 
S(@) a ae P,(a,) f(@,). (16) 


This is Lagrange’s formula. It is seen directly that for x = a, 
the right-hand side assumes the value f(a,). The formula may, 
therefore, be used for finding the polynomial of degree n which, 
for n + 1 given values of the variable, assumes given values. It 
is well known that only one such polynomial exists. 

§4,. Interpolation-Formulas 


22, If in: $3 (1): we replace 2%, 2, <-. 1%» by, Gon@i, - Ga 
this system of equations may be written 


f(x) = f(ao) + (& — ao)f (a, ao) 
F(X, Ao) = f(Go, a1) + (@ — Mi) F(X, Ao, ar) 


6 LO; Wey soon Oa =) [dogs on On) = Gy) Fay a le) 
From this, we obtain in succession 
F(©) = f@o) + @ — ao) f(a, ao) 
= f(Go) + (@ — Ao) f(do, a1) + (@ — Ao) (2 — an) f(x, Ao, a1) 
and, in the general case, 
F(&) = f(do) + &—Ao) f(Go, 1) + (G—Ao) (G—A1) fo, Hr, M2) +.. o 
+ (&@— ado)... (© —Gn—1) f(@o, .. - An) +R 
where 
R = (t@ — a)... (@ — On) f(@, Go, . . - Gn). (2) 


84 INTERPOLATION-FORMULAS 23 


Formula (1) is due to Newton and is called Newton’s interpolation- 
formula with divided differences. 

The remainder-term (2) may, by means of §3(8) and §3(15) be 
written in the more useful form 


(n + 1) n+1 
oevaO ffor ja eas eiey 0, | (3) 
} 


putting a-, = 0. 

If we apply the Theorem of Mean Value to the integral, f+») 
being the function f of §1(1) while ¢ is a constant, we obtain the 
practical form of the remainder-term 


[ees 


il Gy (n+ 1)! 


(4) 
£ being situated between the smallest and the largest of the num- 
bers Z, Qo, Gi, . . . Gn, aS appears from the observations made 
in No. 19 concerning §3(8). 

The form (4) for the remainder-term lends itself easily to the 
application of the Error-Test established under No. 5. For if 
f*+» and f**” both have constant signs, we may always choose 
Qn +1 0n such a side of # that the two remainder-terms 


Wh eae (0 ah nee (LE? Ig) JE. Go, 260 ea Oe) 
and 
ling 2 = — i) «.. . = On 41) JG, Oo, « » . On 43) 


have opposite signs. 

If we only know that f+” has constant sign, we may proceed 
as follows.! Let us assume that x is comprised between the limits 
land L, and that f* + does not change its sign within an interval 
comprising all the numbers lJ, L, ao, a1, ... dn. Then f(x, do, 
Qi, .. +n), if not constant, is either constantly increasing or 
constantly decreasing in the interval and is, therefore, comprised 
between the limits f(/, do, di, . . . Qn) and f(L, Qo, a1, . . « On). 


1 Inge Lehmann: On the Accuracy of Interpolation. Transactions of the 
6th Scandinavian Mathematical Congress, Copenhagen, 1926, p. 375. 
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23. It is also possible to derive (4) without making use of Jen- 
sen’s formula. Let us for a moment write (1) in the form 


f@) =Q@) +k@), (5) 


Q(x) being the polynomial of degree n, R(x) the remainder-term. 
As it has been assumed (see No. 3) that f+ (#) is a continuous 
function, f(z, Go, di, . . . dx) must be finite, even if some of the 
arguments coincide. It is, then, seen from (2) that R(x) vanishes 
at then + 1 points do, di, . . . Gx which we assume, for the moment, 
to be all different. But according to Rolle’s theorem the dif- 
ferential coefficient R’(x) must, then, vanish at least 7 times, 2” (x) 
consequently at least n — 1 times, etc., and finally R™(x) at least 
once in every interval comprising the arguments do, di, . ~~ Qn. 
Now, let £ be such a number that H™() = 0. We find, then, 
by (5), 


RE) =f) — QM) = 0; 


but Q(x) being of degree n, Q(x) must be a constant, and it is seen 
immediately that the value of this constant is m! f(@o, Gi, . . « Qn). 
We have thus proved the important formula 
(n) g 
f(@o, M1, + +» On) ae (6) 
nt 
which evidently still subsists, if some of the arguments coincide. 
If, in (6), we introduce another argument x, we have 


f+ Dé) 
(m+ or 
the new & being comprised between the smallest and the largest 
of the numbers 2%, do, di, . . . Gn. But if we insert this expression 
in (2), we have again (4). 

24. If, in particular, f(z) is a polynomial of degree n, f(x, do, 
ai, . . . Gn) vanishes, so that (1) reduces to 


F() = fo) + (—Ao) f(Go, G1) + (@—Ao) (@—A1) fo, G1, 2) +... 


Se (x — Qo) aon (x — An —1) f(Ao, i, Sec Gays 


SUR Og nw ae On) 


(7) 
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This formula may evidently be used for determining the poly- 
nomial of degree n, for which f(a), f(do, ai), . . » f(@o, . . « Gn) 
assume given values. Only one expansion of this nature exists 
which may be proved in the same way in which we proved that the 
expansions §2(19) are unique. As both (7) and Lagrange’s formula 
§3(16), express that f(x, do, di, . . . Gn) vanishes if f(x) is a polyno- 
mial of degree n, these formulas must be identical. Lagrange’s 
formula may, therefore, be used for interpolation to exactly the 
same extent as Newton’s formula with divided differences and 
has the same remainder-term. For actual numerical interpolation 
Lagrange’s formula is, however, as a rule not very suitable. 

25. It should be noted that (1) does not lose in generality by 
putting x = 0, provided that all the numbers a, are arbitrary; 
for this only means that the origin is transferred to x. We thus 
obtain the simplified form 


FO) = fo) — Acfi + dodife— ...+(—1)"a%...a,-1f2 + BR, 
irae) (8) 
eee rt Dr 


26. We may now write down some important particular cases 
of the interpolation-formula with divided differences. As regards 
the notation, £ always means a number comprised between the 
smallest and the largest of the arguments employed, FR the remain- 
der-term; it must, therefore, not be expected that two numbers 
which are both denoted by é or by F are identical. 

If, in (1) and (4) we put in succession a, = 0, a, = v anda, = 
— v, we obtain the three formulas 


R= (—1)” v 1Q9 


ati 


fe) = BS J 0) + fern ©, @) 
fi) = 3 One foro, (10) 
0 (n+ 1)! 
n wet v) (—x”-—1) ; 
f@) =2——- VFO) + fet: (11) 


In (9) — is comprised between 0 and 2, in (10) between the smalil- 
est and the largest of the numbers 0, , x, in (11) between the 
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smallest and the largest of the numbers 0, — 1,2. The first of these 
formulas is Maclaurin’s expansion, the second the interpolation 
formula with descending differences, the third the corresponding 
formula with ascending differences. If f(x) is a polynomial of 
degree n, the three formulas are identical with the corresponding 
developments in §2(19), as in that case the remainder-terms vanish. 
But (9), (10) and (11) have a far wider field of application, being 
valid also when f(x) is not a polynomial, the only assumption being, 
that f+ (x) exists and is continuous. If this differential coeffi- 
cient can be enclosed between known and sufficiently narrow limits, 
these formulas may therefore, as well as (1) itself, be employed 
for the approximate calculation of f(z) for an argument not con- 
tained in the difference-table, and that in such a way that limits 
can be assigned to the error committed. 

It should still be noted that the remainder-term in (9) may be 
written in the well-known form 


Re — j “(1 = Bef + (at) dl, (12) 


as follows from §3(9). 
27. A class of interpolation-formulas, called the Gauss’ian form- 


ulas, is obtained by putting, in (1), dy, = v, dj,-1 = — v. We ob- 
tain, stopping at the order 2k and putting = = 0, 
gy") -1 op gpl? <i 
sa) =| Sart + ADE any—y |r 
pp l2h +2) — 1 (13) 
+1) 
Spe 


while, stopping at the order 2k — 1, we find 


FV @py)eea rt 
fem 3 | SEE Ariat seminal 
(2 + k) a2 - : 
= Sere *) (é). | 
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If, on the other hand, we put a, = —», d,—, = v and stop 
at the order 2k, we have 


l-1 ears 
f(a) =3[ Far ay—rt yt SE peg |b 
cca ee (Qk + hi 
- Che pit ®), 
and, stopping at the order 2k — 1, 
k-1 (t—v) gil] -1 pI gp 242] -1 : 
f@) = 2 2| 1 AY fev) 4 (4D! a +1 7(—» |4R| fee 
— Je) t#l- 
R= Sa 7 0. 


28. A formula often used in practice is obtained by forming 
the arithmetical mean of (13) and (15). We find, by §2 (11), 


k 2 Br} —1 ee al 
f(x) = 7A ee aaiee b Oye fO|+2 
gp 2k +2) -1 (17) 
ass soe +1) (£), 


This formula is called Stirling’s interpolation-formula, although 
it was already found by Newton. 

If, in (17), we stop at the order 2k — 1, the remainder-term does 
not assume a similar simple form, but we may at any rate put 


[2k] 
x 
R= 


gr (2k =e 
(2h)! Le) ue) 


Sah Oe arene 


as 6% f(0) = fe (é1). 

In (17) we have employed differences which in the difference-table 
are placed on the horizontal line starting at f(0), together with 
arithmetical means of the differences placed just above and below 
that line. 
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It is worth noting that Stirling’s formula may also be derived 
from (13) alone, if the expression in brackets is written in the form 


gl?” -—1 


itn) es Pe Fe. oe Saree 
ea df Cor) We wee ES il OT te i) 


AR Cas Ar 
SS a [ge ep ae ae 


It may, in a similar way, be derived from (15) alone.. The three 
formulas (13), (15) and (17) produce, therefore, if we stop at the 
order 2k, identical results, but (17) has a theoretical advantage in 
the more symmetrical form, and in the fact that the function is 
split up into two parts, of which one is an even, the other an odd 
function of x. 

29. The terms in brackets in (16) may be written 


(c—v) gPi-t 
(Q+)r { (2e-+1) A” f(—») + @+r) [A f(—v +1) —A” f(—»)]} 
— y) yl 
= TS [(@ +r) A” f(—» +1) — (@ — y—1) A” f(— »)] 
[2» +2] —1 = Sea Pee? 
= Saat a” fl) — SCT Te 5” f(0); 


but we have 
(@—») @—v—1aePl—“t = wey —1)/%t9 = — (1 — gt 
so that (16) assumes the form 


ky k-1 (1 = pyr 
eee | (27+ 1)! 


@— hgh) 
Ai (2k)! 


We shall call this formula Everett’s first formula.! 


[2» + 2)—1 


&* f(0) += 7] +R 


(27+ 1)! 


(19) 
lens 


‘It had, however, already been found by Laplace, see G. J. Lidstone: 
Notes on Everett’s Interpolation Formula (Proceedings of the Edinburgh 
Mathematical Society, vol. XL, 1921-22). 
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30. From (17) we obtain 


Pet dD). Aa pith +2) 
Seine Ths, a 5 5” f(0) + (ak + 2)! 


POETS au) 


the remainder-term being derived by the following considerations. 
The exact form of the remainder-term in (17) is identical with the 
exact form of the remainder-term in (13) and (15), these formulas 
having the same remainder-term, viz. 


Pee) =o Fae 0,4 1... EK) (21) 


whence 
R(x) + R(— x) = pete f(w,0,41,...4hk)—f(—2,0,+1,...+4) 


2 22 
== ght21 f(t+-4,0,+1,... 44) 


ght?) 


zs Cree +2) (£) 


or the remainder-term in (20). 
31. Another class of Gaussian formulas is obtained as follows. 


If, in (1), we put a, = v + 3, G%,+1 = — v — ¥ and replace 

fd by f(t + 4), we obtain, stopping at the order 2k, 

fe+) = 
k (¢—v-+3)e%—- Qp—1¢7/ cee ee 2p __ 1) | R 
al Fe eee a eee) 
and, stopping at the order 2k — 1, 

fe+2) = 
ka1p grt (n—v—}) gets one | = 

gk + 11-1 


er eta 
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Next, putting a, = — v — 4, d,41 = v + 3 and stopping at 
the order 2k, we find 
f@ +} = 
kT (ety—hae grHi—t 
—___— JA’ f(—v+1 A” f(- R 
z| psi: fe (2y)! I ”) |r \ ogy 
Zz (a + k+4)ate+u-1 eee 
while, stopping at the order 2k — 1, we have 
fe +4) = 
bay PHi-t (rty+h)oeti 
v = Bene Le Ok vin Se Se Se ee Ie v pe! R 
aor atin + CEE ee es 
R gl2k +1) -1 aa 
= “epr J (é). 


32. Taking, now, the arithmetical mean of (23) and (25), we 
find, by §2 (12), 


k (2 + 1]-1 ; ge Hil ea 
fe+ 4) = 2 |= aR =8 poe say | +R 
(26) 
Ra erent 
Soni 


This formula which has also been found by Newton goes by the 
name of Bessel’s formula. If we stop at the order 2k — 2, we may, 
as remainder-term, use 

pth — 1 


ee >@) + -f (&). (27) 


In (26), use has been made of differences placed on the hori- 
zontal line starting from f($), that is, mid-way between f(0) and 
f(1), together with arithmetical means of differences placed im- 
mediately above and below that line. 

By a similar method as that which was employed for deriving 
(17) from (13) or from (15) alone, it may be shown that (26) can 
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be derived from (23) or (25) alone, and that the three last-men- 
tioned formulas, if we stop at the order 2k — 1, produce identical 
results. On the other hand, Bessel’s formula possesses similar 
theoretical advantages as Stirling’s. 

33. The difference in accuracy obtained by Stirling’s and Bes- 
sel’s formulas is, on the whole, but small. It may, therefore, be 
recommended as a practical rule to employ the former or latter of 
these formulas, according as we stop at differences of an even or 
odd order, thus avoiding remainder-terms of the forms (18) and 
(27). 

34. The terms in brackets in (22) may, for v > 0, be written 


=p 1 [2»—1]—1 
aN 5 Ae 1) ee — DAR VED 


(2)! 
£4 1) » [2-1-1 
i a [@+r—2) AY f(—v+2)—(@—v—-9) AY f(—v FD) 
<r ie - eee a 170); 


but we have, for vy > 0, 
(@—» +4) @—y—aP Wt = @ty— HO = —aern", 


so that (22) may be written 


fet) = 
fu SPSRIAY 6 vale ibeaey lar i 
fay +3 [2 ety - Sa 140) | +2 loom 
Fete ae ey s1Y-(e). 


(2k + 1)! 


We shall refer to this formula as Everett’s second formula. 
35. From (26) we obtain 


fiet+)—-f(—a+3) *! ae Ql 
2 =2 Gap !+ Gem 


lhl 


FOr*Y (£), (29) 
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the remainder-term having been derived by the following considera- 
tions. The exact form of the remainder-term in (26) is identical 
with the exact form of the remainder-term in one of the formulas 
(23) or (25) which have the same remainder-term, viz. 


STC BBs ill ine LC le alt; Pal Wm mil rm Cl 
so that 


Ri@) Tia) 
rage See 
ery t 12,0, +1,...4(k—-1),k)—f(—2+4,0,.41,...4(k-1), k) 
: Qa (31) 
= xr fit+e+4,0,+1,...+(k—1),h) 
gp lek + 1 
(2% + 1) 
remee 


being the remainder-term in (29). 
If, in (29), we replace f(t) e f@ — 4), we obtain finally 


fix) — f(— a) oa ch eS Qv+1 Le 2, 
isn es : ae fO) + he eae: (£). (82) 
36. If we add (82) and (20) together, we get 
nol] 
f@) =2— oe fO+Rk | 
ee (33) 
gi tn ln +21 re 
“wih @ + gaat 


This is the interpolation-formula with central differences; it is of 
some theoretical importance, but not practically useful for inter- 
polation purposes, as the differences of odd order are not imme- 
diately found in the difference-table. 

37. A special case of particular interest is found by putting, in 
(26),% = 0. The result is the formula for interpolation to halves, or 


fies ee ane 
ae (2) ! 

. (2h = iP 
a 


k-1 
f@) = B (— 1) Do’ sa) +h 


(34) 


= (— ye f% (é), 
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38. On many occasions not only the function but also its differ- 
ential coefficient is known at a number of given points. If both of 
these values are used in the interpolation, it is called osculating 
interpolation (of the first order). Osculation of higher order occurs, 
if differential coefficients of higher order are introduced. The 
problem has, as a matter of fact, already been solved by (1) which 
is also valid, if some of the points a, coincide. We simply have 
to interpret the divided differences with repeated arguments, thus 
introduced, in accordance with the principles of No. 20, 7°. 

If, for instance, the values of f(a), f’(@), f’’(a) and f(b) are given, 
we also know f(a, a) = f’(@) and f(@, a, a) = 4 f(a), so that we 
can form the difference-table in No. 20, 7°, whereafter we have 


I(x) = f(@) + @—a) fa,a) + @—a)’ fla,a,a) + @—a)* f(a,a,a,b) +B, 


ESO} 


= (&% — a)? (a — D) i 


39. If, on the other hand, we use Lagrange’s instead of Newton’s 
formula, the matter is not quite so simple, as the separate terms in 
§3(16) may tend to infinity, if some of the points a, coincide. In 
that case, the terms tending to infinity together must be collected 
into one term and the limiting value be examined, while the points 
that are finally to coincide must be kept separate during the limit- 
ing process. If, for instance, a,, a, and a, are ultimately to coin- 
cide, we may puta, = a,a, =a +6¢, a =a + 2 and let e tend 
to zero. 

We do not propose to do this in detail, but content ourselves 
with stating an important result and verifying it. Putting 


» P'2() HE oe) tetera) 
PE) 2 aca) J +35 P,7G,) lr ea) 


ja) |, (8) 


P(x) and P,(x) having the same meaning as in §3 (15), we intend to 
show that this expression represents the polynomial of degree 


2n + 1 which for 2 = do, Gi, ... G, assumes the values f(a), 
f(ai), . . - f(@n), while f’(z) assumes the values f’(@), f’(@i),... 
F'n). 


It is, to begin with, clear that for x = a,, r having one of the 
values 0, 1, . . . n, (35) assumes the value f(a,); for each separate 
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term in the second sum vanishes on account of the factor P(x), 
while of the first sum only the term f(a,) with the factor 1 remains. 
Differentiating now (35) and putting, thereafter, 7 = a,, we get 


: ” 2P,(a,) P', (Gr) Pdr) EAGs)| pe, 5 ey eo et 
f'(@,) = eo earns Ue Beas er A . [sa OT yee a, | 


or, as P(a,) = 0 for» = 1, 


sis 2 P',(ar) EB ‘(a,) , oe i ’(a,) ‘ 
= 5 or me mick 3) 15 Pa | ra) 2 wt tan | 


but the correctness of this equation follows from the fact, that 
P’a,) = P,(a,), as is seen by differentiating P(x) = (x — a,) P,(2) 
and putting x = 4,. 

If (35) is applied to a function which is not a polynomial, it be- 
comes necessary to add the remainder-term which, according to 
what has been said in No. 24, is identical with the remainder- 
term in Newton’s formula under the same conditions, that is 


fort» (£) 
(Qn 2) 1 


f(r) = 


Fe = P(x) fr, Go, do, - -2-Gn, Qn) = 2) (36) 


§5. Some Applications 


40. Before proceeding to show, by means of numerical examples, 
how the interpolation-formulas developed in §4 are applied in prac- 
tice, we find it advisable to illustrate the warning, given in No. 2, 
against indiscriminate application of polynomials for interpolation- 
purposes. We choose a case where intuition proves of no value 
as a protection against erroneous conclusions. 

Let us assume, that we have to do with a function which, in a 
given interval — a < x < a, does not present any “peculiarities” 
whatever; we may, in order to put it more precisely, assume that, 
in this interval, the function is everywhere continuous and possesses 
differential coefficients of every order. Most practical computers 
will, then, be inclined to believe that any desired degree of agree- 
ment between the polynomial used for the interpolation, and the 
function, may, within the interval, be obtained by arranging that 
the polynomial assumes the same values as the function at a suffi- 
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cient number of points which are uniformly distributed over the 
interval. 

Yet this conclusion is unwarranted, as we proceed to show by an 
example. 


We consider the function 
(1) 


a function which is evidently continuous and possesses differential coeffi- 
cients of every order in every finite interval. This function is so simple 
that a theory of interpolation with any claim to authority should be able 
to handle it safely. 

In order to form the divided differences it is convenient to write the func- 
tion in the form 


a 1 1 
where 7 = a/ —1. As evidently also for complex z 
0,0 6 ee ee Secor (3) 
al ge (ei ere) ie tee ea. 
we have 
i Meee nee Oe es oh ee 
Deep a | 2 


We now assume that the values of f(z) have been given at a number of 
points which are uniformly distributed over the interval — 5 <2 <5, and 
propose to examine the result of interpolating by Newton’s formula to f(z), 
a being a point within the said interval. As our only object is to show that 
there are cases where this interpolation fails, and that the failure is the 
greater the more values of the function are used, we may choose the uni- 
formly distributed points in a special way with a view to obtaining the sim- 
plest possible calculations. We assume, therefore, that the values of the 
function are given at the points 


1 3 5 ‘ 
an S. Bas Baa 0 O OES O) (5y + 1 points), (5) 
v v v 


so that the interval has been divided into 5» equal parts, » being an odd num- 
ber of the form 4k — 1. We have, therefore, » = 3. 

The problem is to examine what happens to the remainder-term in New- 
ton’s formula if, for », we insert ever larger values. 
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It is easy to calculate this remainder-term. For we have 


R= Peay (a hes -+ 5) (6) 
xy 


: (7) 
= @+5)(2+5-2) (245-2) +--@-8 
and, by (4), 
1 3 a 1 (— 1)+1 
(2 cs eer ee FAG + G+) a 

é 1 
~ (1 + 2?) PC)’ 

so that 
R 1 P(@) (8) 


qe PO): 
by +1 


9 


“ 


Pa (14 5)(145)(0+Z)--- a +20. (9) 


If, for abbreviation, we put 


but, asvy = 4k —1, must be an even number; therefore 


a+5 
9 b} 


e=22-5,2= 


(10) 
‘we obtain, by (7), 


) by +1 
(AG) IAC > = () ve(ve — 1) ++ +» (ve — Sy) 


5 far te 1 Yee) 
a I'wz — dr) 
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As 0<2z<5, owing to —5< x <5, we may apply the well-known inequality, 
valid for t>0, 


Tl + t) > tte! \/2nt 


and thus obtain 


5 v 
| P(x) | > 4 | sinver | a/2(5 — 2) (2) 27(5 — 2)® | 3 (11) 


Remembering, now, that the geometrical mean is smaller than the arith- 
_ metical, we have 


1 32 5p)? 
Sa (43) +(4$) +--+ (4S) 
OSE SS BSE ee Ne 
by +1 


9 


= 


2 1 
Eo NEI oear oer boris arm gat ae a 


but 
1+ 3? + 5? +--+ + (2h +1)? = § (2k + 1) (2h + 2) 2k + 3), 
as is proved by induction or otherwise; therefore 


525 5r(6y +1) (Sy + 2) 


2 
*\ 15» +1 
ODES aS researc 


er 


iS 3p 
5y +1 5p 
> 5 
= 28 7 ee 2 i+. 
3 14y 14y 


5 Ase oe é 
The last factor we replace by ! + ne yi being at least as large, since 


by +1 
4 MO eee 
pa <(2 42) : 


v3. Further, we have for >0 


t y 
dein Cr 
v 
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as is seen by developing in powers of t, so that the middle factor may be 
25 


replaced by é°. We thus have 


5p 25 
Pii)< we (2)? e (12) 


But from (12) and (11) jointly with (8), it follows, that 


(2) 
pe ot = 2(5 — g)5—2 
1 12 | sin ver \/2(5 — 2) Wis ‘ (13) 
[aot a ee 28\3 
Vai & (=) 
a 


3 


|R|> 


We are now in a position to examine what happens to # for special values 
of x or z inside the interval considered. As an example, we will put x = 4%, 
that is z = 443. We have for this particular value, asv = 4k — 1, 


in(4k —1)[5 as 
sin 16 T 


but this expression cannot, & being an integer, assume any other values than 


| sinver | = 


5. wip os Bae oe 2 ; 
sin — , sin = , sin | amongst which we select the smallest, being 


. « ae 
sin —, 
16 16 16 16 


sin oe A numerical calculation shows, finally, that for x = 4} 


(1.8)? 


R 
oe ieaicaerr sr 


so that, with increasing », |R| increases beyond any limit. 

The determination of the interval within which the process is convergent 
is due to Runge, but requires analytical methods which are beyond the 
scope of this book, 


This result, of course, does not mean that it is not permitted to 


interpolate in a table of the function f(x) = , but only that 


1 
1 -- x 
the degree of accuracy obtained should not be estimated by in- 
tuition, but by means of the remainder-term. 


1 This interval is +3-63 . . . 3 see, for instance, P. Montel: Legons sur 
les séries de polynomes, p. 51-55. 
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We learn by this example that even extremely simple cases exist 
where the agreement between the function and the polynomial, 
used for the interpolation, at a number of given points 0, 1, 2, 
. .. 7, is obtained only at the cost of very large deviations between 
function and polynomial in the intervals between these points. We 
refer, as an illustration, to figure 1 where the dotted line indicates 
a polynomial of this nature. 

41. We now approach the numerical applications of the inter- 
polation-formulas. If tables of the coefficients in these formulas! 
with a sufficient number of decimals and proceeding by sufficiently 


small intervals, are available, and particularly if an arithmometer 
is at hand, the formulas may be left as they stand in §4. The 
only point requiring further comment, is the practical use of the 
remainder-term. In other cases it may be recommended to write 


1 See, for instance, J. W. Glover: Tables of Applied Mathematics, Ann 
Arbor, Michigan, 1923, p. 412; A. J. Thompson: Table of the Coefficients 
of Everett’s Central-Difference Interpolation Formula (Tracts for Com- 
puters, No. V). 
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the formulas in a slightly different way. For instance, Newton’s 
formula with divided differences should be written 


f@~) =fr+@—a) [fit @—-a)lh+@—m)[fst.... (14) 


where, as in the following formulas, the remainder-term has been 
left out. The idea is, that the calculation should be commenced 
from the right with the difference of the highest order, say, f3; this 
is multiplied by (© — az); to the product is added f.; the result is 
multiplied by (@ — a); and so on. 

The other formulas are best written in symbolical form, leaving 
out the symbolical factor f(0) or f() on both sides. Thus, the 
formula with descending differences may be written 


x—3 
4 


x—2 


2 —1 

Bmite(at®ot(ar4 (a+ (soe 
the factor f(0) having been left out. The formula with ascending 
differences becomes 


(15) 


1 


and Stirling’s formula 


eB (+ 2SH (0 234(H4..)) 
Bait (#4 3.4 iE 5.6 amare 


G7 — | 2 — 4 
fear aes 3 oe 5 ° 
ta(as4 23 (cs+ 45 (a#+...; 


in all of these the factor left out is f(0). 
On the other hand, in the case of Bessel’s formula 


20 +25l(o0+tGl(anetzt(ors..)) 
BM=oO+ 12 Oo &+ 34 O 6+ 56 a ee area 


yaa & 
+2(347—3(nee Has... 


4.5 
the factor left out is f(3). 


(18) 
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Everett’s first formula may, if z + y = 1, be written 


ae | 2A 
wao(ir tiles tat (os..)) 
y(.+ CA caren Cass 


cv—1 
2 
Fan (#2 + 


(19) 


x2 


—4 
+ n9) G ( 4 Pa 
.: 4.5 as 
where the factor f(0) has been left out; and Everett’s second formula 


Pie ah 
& 4 


(+2 5t(ves...) 
ie 3.4 pes oe 


yr —t VA eee ae 
-¥ ores... 


Et = BP + 
(20) 


the factor f($) having been left out. 

42. Everett’s first formula is particularly useful in connection 
with tables of functions which, according to a practice introduced 
by K. Pearson,! have been tabulated for rather wide intervals 
but are accompanied by auxiliary tables of 6? and 64. In such tables, 
space is saved by leaving out 6 and 6%, and interpolation by Everett’s 
formulas is, as regards the work implied, practically equivalent to 
interpolation by Stirling’s or Bessel’s formulas. 

As regards the other formulas, interpolation with descending or 
ascending differences is necessary at the beginning and end of a 
table, as central differences are not to be had there. Linear inter- 
polation would, of course, never be done by Bessel’s formula, but 
by the descending or ascending first difference. Also in the case 
of interpolation with second differences there is, as a rule, little 
advantage in using central differences. Otherwise Stirling’s or 
Bessel’s formula is usually applied. If the intervals are not equal, 
or if some of the central differences, but not of sufficiently high order, 
are obtainable, interpolation with divided differences may be re- 
sorted to. In that case, in order not to compute with higher num- 
bers than necessary, the arguments Qo, Q1, dz, . . . In (14) are chosen 
in such an order that a» is nearest to x, di after that nearest to 


1 Tracts for Computers, Nos. II and III: On the Construction of Tables 
and on Interpolation. 
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x, ete. The divided differences used in the calculation will then be 
situated on a zig-zag-line, starting as close as possible to x. 

43. We will first deal with a case where the given values of 
f(x) are exact, not approximate numbers. 


: 4G) ie a? AS 
21 497 8582 
2.2 538.7888 he 21.8990 ye 
2.3 671.6184 ct 24.9920 
2.4 829.4400 


The table above is part of a table of the function z* + 107°. 
It is required, by interpolation to calculate f(2.14) and, by means 
of the remainder-term, to indicate limits for the error committed. 

We commence by forming the difference-table as shown, choose 
2.1 as origin and note that the unit of interval is 0.1, so that, in (15), 
we must put « = 0.4. The details of the calculation are then as 
follows: 


O4=— 9 
ee i we 16408 
3 
+ A? 21.8990 
20.2494 x Cee 


= — 6.07482 
+A 110.9306 
104.85578 X 0.4 
= 41.942312 
+f(21) 427.8582 
469.800512 = (2.14). 


In order to calculate the remainder-term we put 


: ) = P(t) = © EAD + @ + 2098 
f@) =f2@1+012’) =F’) aan 
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and find for the remainder-term, £ being comprised between 0 and 3, 


0.4 414 5 (¢ + 21) 
4! 10000 


0.4 
R= re OE) = 


= — 0,01058304 — 0.0004992 é. 
If this is added to the value found for f(2.14), we finally find 
f(2.14) = 469.78992896 — 0.0004992— (0< ~< 38). 


It is seen that f(2.14) is comprised between 469.790 and 469.788. 
The correct value to 4 decimals is, in fact, 469.7893. 

It should be noted that in this case the remainder-term contains 
a constant part which to a considerable extent contributes towards 
improving the value immediately found by the interpolation. 

44. In practice, it is advisable to begin by examining the re- 
mainder-term, in order to ascertain how many decimals it is neces- 
sary to take into account in the calculation. Thus, an examina- 
tion of the above expression for &, shows that the uncertainty 
caused by é can only amount to 1} units of the 34 decimal, so that, 
in practice, only four decimals should be retained in the course of 
the calculation. We have, however, in this and in the following 
example, preferred to carry out the calculation with the exact values 
of the function, in order to avoid, for the moment, other sources of 
error than the remainder-term itself. 

45. If, in the same table, we want to interpolate for f(2°27), 
central differences should be used, and as we know a 6%, but no 
O 8, it is Bessel’s formula that should be used, in agreement with 
the rule suggested in No. 33: to apply Bessel’s formula, if we 
stop at a difference of odd order.!_ The calculation is performed in 
the following way. We first calculate for the middle interval 
D f(2.25) = 605.2036 and 0 6 f(2.25) = 23.4455; with a little prac- 
tice this can be done mentally, and the results be inserted in their 
places in the difference-table, whereafter all the figures to be used 
in the calculation are placed on the same horizontal line. There- 


1 We might, of course, also apply one of the Gaussian formulas, in a form 
analogous to (15). 
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after, we put in the formula 2 = 0.2, being the distance from the 
middle of the interval, and find in succession 


0.2! 04—0.25 
So § = — 2.461775 eee 5° = — 0.108255 
Sia 605.2036 +8 132.8296 
602..7418225 132.721345 X 0.2 


= 26.544269 
+ 602.7418225 
629.2860915=f(2.27) 


: : 3 
For the remainder-term we find, being comprised between + OY 


pe 2 Al 5 (E+ 22.5) 


= 0.005267535 + 0.00023205 
4! 10000 = Tv ‘) 


so that f(2.27) is comprised between 629.292 and 629.291. The 
correct value to 4 places is 629.2914. 

46. If, for the same interpolation, we apply one of Everett’s 
formulas, it is clear that it is Everett’s first formula that must be 
applied, as we know two differences of the second order but only one 
of the third. As both differences of the second order are used, it 
appears that all the information contained in the difference-table 
is turned to account, although we apparently stop at the second 
order of differences. The details of the calculation are in practice 


as follows. We choose 2.2 as origin and put « = 0.7, y = 0.3. 
The remainder-term is 


ie 0.7 (0.49 — 1) (0.7 — 2) 414+ 5 (€ + 22) 
4! 10000 
= 0.00515151 + 0.00023205& (—1<£& <2). 


The uncertainty caused by & can, therefore, amount to 7 units 
of the fourth place of decimals. The third decimal being thus un- 
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certain, we need only retain four decimals in the calculation. The 
successive steps in this are: 


0.09—1 0.49 — 1 


& = — 3.3213 Barre &H = — 21243 

+ f(2.2) 538.7888 + f(2.3) 671.6184 
535.4675 X 0.3 669.4941 X 0.7 

= 160.6402 = 468.6459 


+ 160.6402 
629.2861 = f(2.27) 


If to this we add the remainder-term 
R = 0.0052 + 0.00023 €, 
we have as the result of the interpolation 
(2.27) = 629.2913 + 0.00023 (—1<£<2), 


so that the required value is found, as before, to be comprised be- 
tween 629.292 and 629.291. 

It is seen that the actual work of computing is about the same 
as in the case of Bessel’s formula, taking into account the forming 
of arithmetical means in the latter case. 

47. Before proceeding to the case where the given values of 
f(x) are not exact but approximate numbers, it may be noted that 
whether they are exact or approximate, it is practical to begin with 
testing the table for grosser errors, caused by mistakes in writing, 
printing or calculating, etc. This is done by mere inspection of 
the difference-table which must be formed anyhow. 

Let us consider the effect on the difference-table of a single error 
of one unit. Its propagation can be studied by means of the follow- 
ing difference-table of the errors which is, at the same time, a table 
of the errors in the differences of the function. 
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The numbers in this table are binomial numbers, as appears from 
the expression of A” f(z) if, in this, we put f(0) = 1, f(v) =0 (+0). 
If, now, we form the difference-table of f(a) and carry it sufficiently 
far for the differences, considering the number of places to which 
we work, to vanish, the effect of an isolated error will be that instead 
of a column of zeros we get a column of binomial numbers, multi- 
plied by the same constant k (if the error is k instead of 1). At 
the same time this column shows which value of f(x) is wrong, and 
the approximate magnitude of the error. 

Let us, for instance, consider the following section of a table of 
logarithms. 


£ log x A Ne 
3.8500 0.5854607 113 

8501 4720 113 0 
8502 4833 107 —6 
8503 4940 118 11 
8504 5058 113 —5 
8505 5171 113 0 
8506 5284 113 0 
8507 5397 


Inspection of the column of A? shows at once that log 3.8503 is 
erroneous, and that the error is approximately —6 units of the 
last decimal (the correct value is 0.5854946). 

48. We now assume that this kind of error is not present, and 
that the only kind of error in the functional values is due to their 
having been rounded off to the nearest unit of the last decimal 
retained. An error of this nature can, at most, amount to 3 unit 
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of the last figure, and an upper limit to the error in the differences 
is therefore obtained by considering the following table: 


Error A LA? A3 Af AS 
—0.5 

0.5 =) 

1 4 

—0.5 2 —8 

0.5 es, ~2 o 8 ae 
—0.5 1 2 

0.5 


It is seen that the numerical value of the error in A” cannot ex- 
ceed 2”"* units of the kind considered. It follows, that we shall 
generally be guarded against the influence of this kind of error by 
carrying out the calculation with one or two more figures than we 
need in the result. As a rule the influence of these “forcing-errors,” 
as we shall call them, is considerably smaller than would appear 
from the table above, as they counterbalance each other to a cer- 
tain extent. They are of the same nature, and are dealt with in 
the same way, as the errors introduced at the various steps of the 
interpolation where approximations are resorted to; and the prac- 
tical computer will all the time be conscious of the number of figures 
to which these approximations must be taken in order not to lose 
any of the accuracy with which he started. Apart from the cases 
where very long calculations are required in order to reach the re- 
sult, the forcing-errors are not very dangerous, especially in com- 
parison with the errors into which the computer may fall by under- 
rating the influence of the remainder-term. 

In most tables the distribution of the forcing-errors may be con- 
sidered “‘accidental” in the sense in which this word is taken in 
the theory of probabilities. On this assumption, it is theoretically 
possible to determine the mean error! of the interpolated value of 
f (@), a problem which, however, is not of great practical importance. 

In practice, the forcing-errors in the given values of the function 
show their presence in the difference-table. For, if we consider a 
column of differences which, taking the nature of the function and 
the degree of accuracy into account, ought to vanish, it will be 


1 Thiele: Interpolationsrechnung, p. 38-42. 
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found that instead of vanishing it presents frequent changes of sign, 
while a not too large section of it will approximately have the sum 
zero. In that case, differences of this order are not used in the 
interpolation, and the remainder-term will often show that it is 
possible to stop at a still lower difference. 


49. As an example we will consider a section of a table of / 2. 


£ Vx A A? As 
5451 73. 8308879 
5501 74. 1687266 Ret —15319 207 
5551 74. 5050334 : —15112 
0.3347956 201 
5601 74. 8398290 —14911 
0.3333045 198 
5651 75. 17313385 0. 3318332 — 14713 194 
5701 75. 5049667 0. 3303813 —14519 187 
5751 75. 8353480 0. 3280481 — 14332 


5801 76. 1642961 


The differences from A? on have been stated in units of the last. 
decimal, as is often done to save space. 

According to the nature of the function, the n” differential coeffi- 
cient and, consequently, the n difference should have the constant 
sign (—1)"—1. The figures show, however, that the sign of A® 
changes, and the sum of this column is very small (one unit of the 
last decimal). There is, therefore, no reason to use A® in the 
interpolation; whether A‘ can also be left out depends on the 
remainder-term. 

As an example, let us interpolate for V/5616. If, in Everett’s 
first formula, we put x = 0.3, we find for the remainder-term, 
stopping at second differences, 


0.3 (0.09 — 1) (0.3 — 2) 


R= 
4! 


D* (5601 + 50)? (-1<¢ <2), 
and a short calculation shows that this can at most affect the result 
with one unit of the 8” decimal. We may, therefore, ignore the 
remainder-term, using the formula to second differences which is, 
in fact, equivalent to going to the third difference in the table, as. 
the formula uses the second differences of both f(0) and f(1). 
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The calculation proceeds as follows: 


0.49-1 09— 
& = 0.00012674 oe 


&H = 0.00022315 


6 
++/5601  74.8398290 4+ V5651 751731335 
7483995574 X 0.7 75.17335665 X 0.3 
= 52.38796902 = 22.55200700 


+ 52.38796902 
74,9399760 =/5616 


The result is correct to the last decimal. The setting out of all 
the differences in the table might, of course, have been avoided by 
beginning with the examination of the remainder-term. 

We may use the same table for illustrating the use of the Error- 
Test. Confining ourselves to the case of linear interpolation, we 
use the arguments 0 and 1, and calculate f(x) by 


f(x) =f) +z Af), 


the remainder-term being $a7(a — 1) f’(). If, as the next argu- 
ment, we take 2, the remainder-term is {x(@ — 1) (@@ — 2) f’’’(8), 
but for 0 <x < 1 the two remainder-terms have the same sign, as 
jf’ and f’” have opposite signs for f(z) = V x, and the Error-Test 
is inapplicable. If, on the other hand, we take —1 as the next ar- 
gument, the remainder-term is jx(z? — 1) f’’(é) which for 
0 <x< 1 has the opposite sign of $4(v — 1) f’(&. With this 
choice of arguments the first neglected term in the linear interpola- 
tion-formula is 4x(a — 1) Af(— 1), and the error is, therefore, 
numerically less than this expression and has the same sign. 
Performing the calculation for x = 0.3 we find 


V5616 


lI 


74.8398290 + 0.3 X 0.3333045 
74.9398204 


with an error that is numerically less than 


0.3 (— 0.7) 


5 (— 0.0014911) = 0,0001566 
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and has the same sign: that is, we have 
74,9398204 < V/5616 < 74.9399770. 


Of the two limits, the one obtained by adding the next term is, 
as might be expected, much the better. But if we want to act in 
absolute safety, the result of the interpolation should be stated as 
V5616 = 74.9399 with a possible error of one unit of the fourth 
decimal. 

50. As an application of Stirling’s formula, let us consider the 
table 


x Cae A ie IS JX 
0.1 0.90484 
0.2 Oiibioe| eee $20 mo 
0.3 0. 70805110 Bae 741 oe 9 
0.4 Ovei0ate | ane, 671 
0.5 0. 60653 

0.34 


We propose to interpolate for e ~ , making use of the fourth 
difference. In the formula we must, then, put « = 0.4, and find, 
for the remainder-term, 


— 0.4 (0.16 — 1) (0.16 — 4) -2+8 
SS a ee 


Rie 
it is seen, without actual calculation, that it cannot influence the 
result in which only 5 decimals are to be retained. The details of 
the calculation are: 


One] 0.16 — 
Sieg sect at 0) COOUOG 16-1 = 0.000104 
12 6 
4 0.00741 +O8 — 0.074205 
0.16 
0.007404 x —— — 0.074101 x 0.4 
= 0.000592 = — 0.029640 
eae 0.74082 + 0.741412 
0.741412 Maneeeee 


the result being correct to the last place. 
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It is seen that 5‘ has no influence, and it would, therefore, have 
been sufficient to use Bessel’s formula to the third difference. What 
we have done, is practically equivalent to using Stirling’s formula 
to the third difference and with a remainder-term of the double 


(41 
form §4(18); as the trouble in ascertaining that = f® (© is also 


without influence, may be compared with the trouble we had in 
calculating the term involving 6. 
51. If we treat the same case by Everett’s second formula, we 
must put x = 0.9, y = 0.1 and find 
0.81 — 2.25 
12 


+ 6H — 0.07050 


&H = 0.000084 


— 0.070416 x aoe 


— 0.019716 
aces 0.74082 
0.721104 
0.01 — 2.25 
AE 
12 
+6 — 0.07791 


0.000147 


—0.01 + 0.25 


— 0.077763 X 2 


— 0.009332 
+ 0.721104 


O71177 =e 


the result being correct to the last place, as the remainder-term 
has no influence. 

52. To recapitulate, we must, in interpolating, be prepared for 
four kinds of errors: 

1. Forcing-errors in the given table. 

2. Grosser errors in the table. 
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3. Forcing-errors in each separate step of the calculation. 

4, Errors due to neglecting the remainder-term. 

The errors of type 2° are usually discovered in setting out the 
difference-table. The errors of type 3° are neutralized by perform- 
ing the calculation with one or two decimals more than are required 
in the result. The errors of type 4° can only be dealt with by 
examining the remainder-term, and it is not sufficient—although 
many practical computers think so—to examine the difference- 
table without taking the nature of the function into account. Hf, 
for instance, we have the table 


x F@) A [Xe 
0 100 

1 110 1 
2 121 


it would be rash to think that, because the differences have a regu- 
lar course and decrease rapidly, interpolation is safe, without 
taking account of the remainder-term. For, interpolating for f(}) 
to the second difference, we find f($) = 104.875; but if it is known 
that the tabulated function is 


761 1521 3101 
f(x) = ec a here <p cee on 100, 


it is seen that f($) = 200. The remainder-term is, in fact, 
if . 
R = —f® (8) = 95.125. 
{I =9 


53. If nothing whatever is known about the nature of the func- 
tion, we are rather at a loss as to the problem of interpolation. 
The best thing to do in such cases is, when possible, to reduce the 
interval so much that linear interpolation becomes possible. It is 
true, that even linear interpolation is not legitimate without con- 
sideration of the remainder-term; but in many cases it is possible, 
by means of simple physical or statistical considerations, to assert, 
with a considerable degree of certainty, that the function is prac- 
tically linear in a certain small interval. But no information about 
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the behaviour of the differential coefficients of advanced order is 
obtainable in this way. 

54. In certain cases where it is not possible to prove in a satis- 
factory way that the remainder-term is very small, it may yet be 
possible to assert that it is probably very small. For if we calculate 
a few divided differences of order n + 1 for arguments chosen 
at random, we may look upon these as samples of the order of mag- 


; 1 : : 
nitude of Cea f*tY (©. If A*+1is very small, this may, when 


the interval chosen as unit is sufficiently small, indicate that also 
f+» is very small. But this is far from being a safe criterion, 
especially as there may be a connection or correlation between the 
choice of arguments and the properties of the function. Thus, if 
the values of the two functions 


f@) = g (x) = + sin 72, 


1 1 

x + 100’ x + 100 
are given for x = 0, 1, 2, 3 and 4, and we form the two difference- 
tables, these will be identical and the differences will decrease 
rapidly, although the remainder-terms are very different. As the 
remainder-term for f is very small, the interpolation for f will pro- 
duce a good approximation, but not so in the case of g which at 
many points, for instance x = 3, differs greatly from f. 

55. It is unavoidable that, in the applications, cases occur where 
one is forced to interpolate, possibly even with differences of a high 
order, without having any idea whatever as to the influence of the 
remainder-term. The result of an interpolation under such cir- 
cumstances must be considered as an hypothesis, and not as a 
mathematically proved fact. 


§6. Factorial Coefficients 


56. In the theory of interpolation it is often necessary to ex- 
pand a power of x in factorials, or a factorial in powers of x. The 
coefficients occurring in such expansions will be called factorial 
coefficients, and we shall, in this section, occupy ourselves with the 
means of tabulating them. 
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The expansion of x’ in descending factorials is of the form 


r Y (\r 
ar = Bao S ees 
0 


(1) 


vt 


The numbers A”’0’ are usually, with a not too happily chosen 
name, called differences of nothing. They are defined by 


An, aot? =m — (T) (m — 1)" + (%) mM — 2)" —-... 


or 
Amr = 2 (= 1") (m=). (2) 
If, in §2 (16), we put u, = 2, v, = 2’, we find 
Anartian Ar-lar+ (2 +n) Arar 
whence, putting x = 0,n = m, 
Am Ott? =m A™—1 0° -4-m A@ 0" 
or, dividing by m!, 


A™ Or +t A™ Or Am -10r 


=m —— + — —_, 3 
m! m! (m — 1)! @) 
a relation which, together with the obvious values 
A" 0" 
A 0° = 1, a ie 1 (4) 


serves for the successive calculation of the coefficients in the ex- 
pansion (1). These coefficients are, as appears from (3) and (4), 
all positive. The values of the first few of them are given in the 
following table. 
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A A? AS Af AS As A? | As A® | are 
eater estcl! cal 5! Gia 7 teat ol eon 

0! iL 

0? 1 1 

03 1 3 1 

04 1 if 6 1 

05 1 15 25 10 1 

06 it 31 90 65 15 il 

Q7 1 63 301 350 140 21 1 

08 1 127 966 1701 1050 266 28 1 

0° 1 255 | 3025 7770 6951 2646 462 36 it 

gro 1 511 | 9380 | 34105 | 42525 | 22827 | 5880 750 45 1 


57. The same table may be used for determining the coeffi- 
cients in the expansion of x” in ascending factorials, or 


Pr rOr 
= Bal . (5) 


For if, in (1), we put x = (—1)’ (— x)” and replace, thereafter, 
x by — 2%, we find 


r A\’0" 
ge= = (—1) thar” —— 


? 
v=0 pv! 


showing, by comparison with (5), that 
» Or A’0* 
Vo a(t 6) 
vs 


v} 


58. The development of x’ in central factorials 


vor 


(7) 


2 
x= 2 xzbl 
0 v! 


leads to central differences of nothing, that is 
Seeieree Gaerne yt) eG) Gi) 


or 


SS 


ear iC La) pat (8) 
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If, in this formula, we unite the first and last term, the second and 
last but one term, etc., we find that 


6" 0" = (m + r odd) 
sm 0r = 22 (— 1)’ (") GF -— vr)” (m+ 7 even). 
v=0 


It follows from these relations that (7) may be replaced by 


k 2v Krk 
ph ap yen! 
v=1 (2v) t 
82” +1 0 uF 1 


(10) 
k 
gk tl = pyle th 


r»=0 (2p ie 1) ! ; 
The central differences of nothing are all positive. For it is seen, 


1 ; . 
that A 5” Or is the coefficient of x” in the expansion of 


(é ~é) ae Gas 


and these coefficients are all positive, as 


etc | 
o 78) 2 ogee 


The following tables of the coefficients of even, and of odd, order 
have been calculated by (9). They contain the coefficients of the 
first, and second, respectively, of equations (10). It is seen that 
the expansion of a power of x in central factorials contains a smaller 
number of terms than the expansion in descending or ascending 
factorials. 
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SS | ON Le Be 5 On | Onl oles 
2! | 41 | 6! | 8! | 10! Rh acid bees de gus aeck 
“TS (oes cs Va re a aa ac 
04 1 1 03 a 1 
08 1 fed | 05 is > - 
08 1 21 14 1 Og a Je 4 1 
or |} 1 | 85] 1471 30] 1 0° eral de eae 


59. We now consider the expansion of the ascending factorial in 
powers of x 
r D’0¢ ~r) 
e-) = Yg’——_. (11) 
0 vy! 

The numbers D’0‘-” are called differential coefficients of nothing. 
As the polynomial x‘-" —-) is formed from x” by multiplication 
by x + 7, we have by Leibnitz’ formula 

DD (0\Go r—1) Dn (0 1G) Dm —1 OC r) 
oe ee ely 12 
m! Fe Gents a) 
a relation which, together with the easily proved relations 


D: 0@*) 2 
r! - 


DOH”) = (r ~ 1), 1 (13) 


serves for the successive calculation of these coefficients. They 
are all positive, as appears from (12) and (13). The first few of 
them are given in the following table. 


D D2 D3 D4 D5 Ds Di D8 D9 pio 
1! 2! 3! 4! 5! 6! 7! 1 8! | 9! | 10! 

oc-p 1 

Qo’) i 1 

o{-3) 2 3 1 

ot-# 6 ll 6 i 

o(-) 24 50 35 10 1 

ot-8) 120 274 225 85 15 1 

o(-) 720 1764 1624 735 175 21 1 


o{-®) 5040} 18068) 131382} 6769; 1960) 3822) 28} 1 
o‘-») 40320} 109584] 118124) 67284) 22449} 4536} 546) 36 
0‘-%®) |] 362880} 1026576} 1172700] 723680} 269325} 63273] 9450) 870 | 45] 1 
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60. From the identity «” = (— 1)" (— 2)~” we derive 


Dn ow D=orn 
i] = (— be a i ee ae 
m! mi 


(14) 


so that the same table may be used for determining the coefficients 
in the expansion 
D0” 


eo) = Ty” ——. (15) 
0 v! 


61. The development of the central factorial in powers of x 
Dot 


v! 


gil = 22” (16) 
0 

can be split up into two parts, as the expansion of x! contains only 

even powers of x, and the expansion of 7®* +1] only odd powers. 

Therefore, D” 0!) = 0, if m + 7 is an odd number. The two ex- 

pansions are 


k D0 
2v 


CO = 27 
v=l1 (27) ! 
k D” +1 gl ay (17) 
gk +1) ee dhs Mie ee aera ty 


As the non-vanishing coefficients in the expansion of zl"! in powers 
of x have alternating signs, it is seen from (17) that D?’0* and 
D*” +1 0% +! have both the sign (— 1)’**. 

The coefficients may be calculated by a recurrence formula. 
We first obtain from the identity 2 +2] = (7? — k?)x], by Leib- 
nitz’ formula, 


D® 7+ = 


(a? —k*) D7! a (”) D1 yl . D(z?—k’*) zi &) De gl? - D?(a?—k?) 


= (a? a k?) D2") ais Ayr D” - 1 [2k] a5 (2y) D*” —2 gyal 
consequently, if we put x = 0 and divide by (27)!, 
D* 2k + 2] D* —2 24) D® glAl 
aE eae adr aaakner ck Meee (18) 
(2v) ! (2v — 2)! (2)! 
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the initial values being 


D201 D2 lz) 
=-(— k—1 i ] 2 ee ees 


= 1, (19) 


In a similar way, from the identity 


gk +1) = (x aa =) glee — 11 


we obtain the recurrence formula 


D+! gl +1) ‘ D*” -—1 (2k — 1) (2k ae 1) Dt} gi2k -—1) 


(+1!  (—1)! 4 (Qy 4-1). pe0) 
the initial values being 
13...(2k— a1); | D%*-1 (Rk 
[k=l = (2 1 )k=1 ‘ Sa 
Do (1) ( oe Sore ue 1. (21) 


By means of these formulas the numbers in the following tables 
have been calculated. 


D? DSS |S Doe | ED ss) 2e D D3 D5 | D7} D9 
or | at | 6t | 8! jio! Tih Sakai alot 
gl 1 oll 1 
1 
es [ pees) 
ol4l 1 1 o8 4 1 
[6] fr ll te eee 
0 4 —5 1 0 Tb ae 
[a ola a 259 35 1 
0 —36 49) —14 1 es 16 4 
lio] oll EY Me ecoed| gels 911 1 
0! 576| —820| 273) —30} 1 256 | 16 8 


62. As a control on the calculation of the tables in this section 
we may employ the following relations. From (11) we obtain 
for 7 = 1 


r D0? 
z 


0 vt 


= 7! (22) 
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and from (17) fora” = 1 


= 0 (k> 1) 
(23) 


k Det gl2h+1) 
= (— 1) ' (9—4) (25—4)...[(2k—1)2?—4] (k> 1). 


Cer 


Further, we obtain from (1), assuming r > 1, dividing by x and 
putting x = 0, 


S (-1-1 oa i (> 1) (24) 


and from (10), by a similar process, 


E §2”0* 
SG ee =0> Gon 
v=l oa a 
: , 11.3 oo « (Qe — 1)/? gr tl ga +1 “f 


§7. Numerical Differentiation 


63. The problem of calculating, by means of a table of a func- 
tion, the successive differential coefficients of the function, is called 
numerical differentiation. It is solved by expressing the required 
differential coefficient in terms of the successive differences of the 
function. 

As regards the first differential coefficient, the problem is im- 
mediately solved by the interpolation-formulas of §4. Thus, from 
the formula with descending differences, we get 


fe) S10) 5 OED iy a 


: —— P met t? @ 


and from this, for « — 0, 


at 
70) = 2 (0) + Se pee (), 
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consequently, if everywhere, instead of f(t), we write f(¢ + 2x), 


y-l 
fa) = 22 ary $C rH), (1) 


x being one of the arguments of the table. 
In a similar way we obtain from the formula with ascending 
differences 


ied! 1 
PAE) ar MV fe) Peete ate) (2) 
1v n-+1 
and from Stirling’s formula 
(v!)? (ape 


oe) ee) are aa 


FO)=2 (I ae @r +1)! 


finally from the interpolation-formula with central differences, 
§4 (33), 


. . ri , 11.3 (29-1) oy 1 
fa +3) are eee. 
es eee ea 


Se r (2r + 1) 
A formula with arbitrary arguments is obtained if, in §4(8), 
we transfer f(a@o) to the left-hand side, divide by do and let ay) — 0. 


The result is 
S(O) = f(O, a1) — ai f(O, di, G2) + G1 Me f(O, di, Az, @3) —.. 
fo (8) 95) 
(n+1)! 
In this formula, a1, @2, . . . @, denote the arguments measured 


from that point (the origin) at which the differential coefficient is 


required. 
64. The first few terms of the formulas (1) — (4) are, for prac- 


tical purposes, written 


+(— 1)" aye... Gna f(O0, G1, ...Gn) + (— 1)" 12... dn 


2 
D=A->+>-Ft... (6) 


Fo SaaS) 
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hee WAS WE 
D= toe ee C= ae (8) 
6 30 140 


eee 
ey er 7168 

In the first three of these formulas, f(x) has been left out on both 
sides; in the last, fv + 4). The practical application is so simple 
that it seems superfluous to give any numerical examples. The 
coefficients, being also coefficients in the remainder-term, show that 
the two last of these formulas, particularly the last one, are much 
to be preferred to the others, which, therefore, should only be used 
at the beginning and end of a table. 

65. If differential coefficients of ‘higher order than the first are 
wanted, we may calculate a section of a table of f’(x), large enough 
for calculating a similar table of f’’(a), by the same formula; and 
in this way we may continue; the accuracy obtained being, at each 
step, controlled by the remainder-term. 

66. But we may also form a direct expression for the differ- 
ential coefficient of an arbitrary order. Let us, for abbreviation, 
write 


ee aa (9) 


L, = @—-m%) @&—a,)... @—a,-1),% =1; 
(10) 
t, (§ —d) (@—ai)... €-—a,-1), & =1. 


Newton’s formula with divided differences is, then, written in the 
form 


Ig) = 22, fo, «ing eat, ee to etthod as eee es (11) 
so that 


f™ (2) = 2 f(do, ... a,) Dv x, + D™ [tags f(t, do, « . « Gh. (12) 


We now consider the function 


Un+1 


g(x) = Tn +1 f(2, Ao, oe 2p) a ee 


(13) 
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K denoting a constant. Assuming for the time being that all the 
a, are different, it is clear, on account of the factor x, 41, that 
g(x) vanishes at least n + 1 times. If we differentiate (13) m 
(Sn) times, it is seen by repeated application of Rolle’s theorem 
that the function 


Dr a4 
(n+ 1)! 


vanishes at least m — m + 1 times in the interior of an interval lim- 
ited by the smallest and the largest of the numbers @o, @1, . . . Qn. 

Now, let ¢ be a number, independent of x, and not belonging to 
the interior of the said interval (while t may be one of the lim- 
iting points of the interval). It follows, in particular, that D™t, + 1 
+ 0; for D” xa +41 has, according to Rolle’s theorem, exactly 
nm — m+ 1 roots which are all situated in the interior of the 
interval. It is, therefore, always possible to determine a particular 
value of K, such that 


Cre) =" 17, 4 Te; Oe, « «. « Ug) — 1 


(14) 


D™tr+1 _ 4 
(n+1)t— 


or o™(t) = 0. If K has this value, o™ (x) must vanish at least 
n —m + 2 times, as the new root t has been added which must be 
different from the m — m + 1 others, since these all belong to the 
interior of the interval. But from this follows by Rolle’s theorem, 
if we differentiate (14) n — m + 1 times, that the function ®t ) (x) 
which may, by (11), be written 


got) @) = ford @) —K 


OE ce a I (ly 0, atone On) 


vanishes at least once in the interior of an interval, limited by the 
smallest and the largest of the numbers ¢, do, G1, .. . Gn. Within 
this interval there exists, therefore, a number &, such that K = 
f+ (£), We have, thus, proved the general relation 


D™ ta ai 
Denture.) fe 2) OF crmmiy (15) 


on the assumptions made as regards the position of ¢. 
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By (15) we obtain, finally, from (12) 


Lila Ha 


wad 


which is valid, like (15), provided only the variable does not belong 
to the interior of the interval limited by the smallest and the largest of 
the numbers do, G1, . . » Gn. 

It was assumed, for the time being, that all the a, are different; 
but this assumption may now be discarded, as all the terms in (16) 
retain a meaning, if two or more of the numbers a, coincide. 

67. (16) expresses that Newton’s formula with divided dif- 
ferences may be differentiated m( <n) times, exactly as if f* + (&) 
were a constant, provided the resulting formula is not used for 
values of the variable, situated between the smallest and the largest 
of the numbers Qo, di, . . . Gn. The same property appertains to 
formulas which—as Stirling’s formula, stopping at a difference of 
even order, and Bessel’s formula, stopping at a difference of odd 
order—are arithmetical means of particular cases of Newton’s 
formula with the same remainder-term. 

68. As a special case of (16) we obtain for x = 0, a, = v 


f (0) = E flay... a) Daz, + f+ (9-4 (46) 


n D= 0 Dm om+» 
(m) as v (n +1) ee 
FOO) = 7B APSO eS Ce 
or, replacing f(t) by f(f + x), Markoff’s formula! 
(m) = . We (m + 1) 1174 
J™ (x) ee je) See Cpe = 7 + (17) 


wherem Snandxsi<2+n. 

The first term in this formula i is, as might have been anticipated, 
A” f(x). The case n = m is of interest, as it shows with what 
degree of approximation A” f(x) and f™ (x) may replace each other. 
We find 


An f(t) =I @) +5 I+ (18) 


1 Markoff: Differenzenrechnung, p. 21, 
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The formula with ascending differences, corresponding to (17), 
is obtained by replacing A by V and D” 0 by D™ 0”, The re- 
sult is 


n D~ 0G Dn Q(-2-1) 
(m) a wie (n +1) 
J™ @) V" f@) Td (é) (CISTEIE 


(19) 


oa 


69. In (16), it is only permissible to put x = 0, if all the a, have 
the same sign. In order to obtain a formula with central dif- 
ferences, corresponding to (17), we must, therefore, go back to 
(12). Applying Leibnitz’ theorem to the remainder-term, we write 
this formula 


fora) =z fay ...a,)D*2, +R, (20) 
i= Bi (O\ Dea, ce Devitt co = (21) 


Now 
DO Beene sO) Ue PIE, cos, hp oy) oes ep) 
the argument x being repeated m — v + 1 times; hence 


(m — v)! 


D=~” f(a, ao, ere nae GaGa 


HS re), 


so that, by inserting this value in (21), we get 


m Des 
R= > 44 
rp=ov!(m+n— pt 1je-7 +H 


See Ake ana) 


where, of course, ¢ need not have the same value in the different 
differential coefficients. 

Formula (20) with the remainder-term (22) is valid for all 2; 
on the other hand the remainder-term is not so simple as that of 
(16); yet the complication is more apparent than real, and it is 
often possible, by means of (22), to find limits to the error involved. 

70. We find, for instance, differentiating Stirling’s formula an 
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even number of times, putting, after the differentiation, r= 0; 
and remembering that D*0”!-! = 0, 


1 72s cQl27] 


r—1D% Ql 
{0} = Serre Oat 


28 Dp’ gr! = il 


SS ——— (2s + 2r — vy — 1) : 
2) Os oe eee (€) 


R= 


1 ; 
If now we note that D’ 0-1 = ae D’ +101, as is seen by ex- 
Vv 


panding x! in powers of x and dividing by 2; and if we replace 
f® by f@ + x), we finally obtain 
ge es D® ol” 

(2v) ! 
D® 0! 


= pee en RE ee eae ose omnatoy)) 
Be ei ©). 


a” f@) +R 


fe (a) = 
(23) 


The formula for the second differential coefficient is particularly 
simple; we have 


r—1 J)? gl?! 


PQ) = 2 @? Se ON) cs as (é), (24) 
or, by §6 (19), 
f'(@) = 
QI» — 1) !P I(r — 1)! (25) 


r-1 
eis Mia) pi) fr (8), 


(2)! (2r)! 
71. If we differentiate Stirling’s formula an odd number of times 
and put, thereafter, x = 0, we find first 
a D*-10l%1-1 
Qs —1) (0 oe ee 

f ON neve rw 


Les vp [2r] — 1 
“ee ED ae ee () 
9 vi(2s + 2r — »y — 2) 2 —D 


p= 


Oo” -'f0) +R 


Ree 
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§7 
and from this, in a similar way, 
r—1 D*0!””! 
fro @) = 2 oye +R | 
p=s (2 = 1)! 2s 
(26) 
8 D*” gl? 
eos TM ae (é). 
y=1 (2r)! (2s + 2r — Qy — 1) - ») 

For s = 1, we have again (3). 

72. An analogous set of formulas is obtained from Bessel’s 
formula. Thus, differentiating this formula an even number of 
times, we find for x = 0 

r—1 7% Q+1)-1 
f® (2) = oO Fe (3) ae R 
yp=s (2v) ! 
Qs D’ oe +u-1 & 
ey {= + 2r — ) (é) 


R Bart Oncsof Say 


and from this, as above, 
, r—1 p%s+1 gy +1) : ; P 
(28) 2\ = See ea a A i 
PO 2 aero)? te Pe . 
8 D* +1 ol +4 ass \ ) 
ae fae (2vy + 1)! Qs + 2r — yw wI (). 
For s = 1, we get 
eth = 
r—1J)3 Ql2+1) “ : D3 02+) ons 2D 0lr+11 Vise 
Slee a ers pee eG oiremrmrnae | GonG! ie) 


y=1 3 (2)! 
73. If, on the other hand, Bessel’s formula is differentiated an 


odd number of times, we find, for x = 0, 
r—1 2s +1 olay + 
- +1 7G) +R 


Ces Dah) — As ADS See 
BON ies 2 aC aang a 
a4 Dp’ oetu-t ee 
ai 2 


oe  ieseore re 
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and from this, as above, 


r—1 ps1 gy +4 


8 ab Nees 5a ee ee 
p. +1) (x + 9) a (a zs D 


5 Detiogeti 
Se Care 
»=0 (2v-+1)! (2s + 2r — 2v + 1) 


ae fa +9) +8 
(30) 
R (28+ Br — 2 +1) (g), 
For s = 0, we have again (4). 
74, For practical purposes the formulas for the second differen- 
tial coefficient by (17), (19), (24) and (28) are written 


Di= At At + At 2 As + At aeeee (31) 
Dra VE VEE VEE Vt Ut (32) 
Dae eo Fa, (33) 
D=ne-2oe4 9 on oe ee 


In the first three of these formulas the factor f(z) has been left out; 
in the last, the factor is f(« + 4). The coefficients are, as far as 
the three first formulas are concerned, also coefficients of the re- 
mainder-term. The two first formulas are not of much practical 
value, and are only applied where central differences cannot be had. 

75. The Error-Test is immediately applicable to several of the 
above formulas. Confining ourselves to the case where the first 
neglected term does not vanish, the conditions for the applicability 
are: in the case of (1) and (17), that f*+” and f*+ keep their 
signs and have the same sign; in the case of (2) and (19), that 
f+” and f“+» keep their signs and have opposite signs; in 
the case of (3) and (4), that f¢7 +» and f@r +® keep their signs and 
have the same sign; in the case of (24), that f@? and f@ +» keep 
their signs and have the same sign. 

76. A problem related to numerical differentiation is the prob- 
lem of expressing a difference of a given order by means of the suc- 
cessive differential coefficients of the function. As regards the first 
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difference, the problem is solved by Taylor’s formula, and no further 
comments are necessary. As regards the differences of higher 
order, a formula of a similar nature to (16) may be derived by the 
following considerations. 

Let g(x) be defined by 


antl 
(n+ 1)! 


K denoting a constant. For this function g(7) we have 


ola) = fe) 25 f° 0) -K (35) 


go” (0) =0 (py = 0, 1,2; ><), (36) 
gmt) (7) = fet (7) — K. (37) 


Therefore, by Maclaurin’s formula, assuming m Sn, 


n—m+1 


n—m 
me) = 5 — (m + v) 0 DRE REO Sere 
e™ (x) oP art eae 


(n +1) (6) 
(38) 
a” —m+i1 


eee (6) (0<0<2). 


Now, let ¢ (Go, Gi, .- + Gm) and (do, Gi, . . - Gm)” denote the 
m* divided differences of v(x) and 2” respectively, formed with the 
arguments Qo, Q1, ..- Gm. AS (do, Mi, . ~~ Om)” = 0 for» < ™, 
we obtain from (35) 


i pe edt) an 
(n+ 1)! 


We assume, next, that all the a, have the same sign (or vanish) ; 
neglecting the trivial case where the a, are all zero, we may, for 
instance, assume that 


a, 20 (v=0,1,...), (40) 


"Adore. im) 
vy! 


Dg Gn) =o, -+ Ay) = 2 fo) (0) —K . {9 


as the proof may be repeated line for line in the case where the a, 
are negative instead of positive. 
As we have 


ee in ET a(t ens (41) 


m! m 
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this expression must, then, be positive, £ being situated between the 
smallest and the largest of the numbers a,. It is, therefore, pos- 
sible to find a number K, such that the equation 

(Ao, 


Fld, « - dy) = 3 S287 p09 0) 4 K 


n+l 
errs 
is satisfied and, consequently, 
Oa oil hg) ees (43) 
On the other hand we have 


e™ (€) 


(44) 
m! 


¢(Qo, pesis Am) = 


the new £ being also positive. Therefore, by (38) and (37), 


aoe n+ (9 
¢(Ao, wieaye Gn) = AiG ee ( ) 
Site pe 


a RG aD) (VD) IK 
Fe aT TY |! (8) 
where 0 < 6< & But from this follows, & being positive, that 
(Qo, . . » Gm) can only vanish, if K = f*+ (6). Inserting this 
value in (42), we find finally, writing é instead of @, 
Goes Qn)” (Op ncsig ae 


Perea) a 2p (Oye fe GEE) n+)! 


on the assumption that all the a, have the same sign (or vanish). 

77. As an application, we will take a, = v. We obtain then, 
multiplying by m! and replacing f(é) by f(t + 2), the following 
formula which is also due to Markoff (l.c., p. 23): 


(45) 


Anfa)= 3 fO@o Ap sorvgq PP ag 
v= ae ¢ Ba ; _ i ( ) 
The application of the Error-Test to this formula leads to the 

result that the error is numerically smaller than the first neglected 

term and has the same sign, if this term does not vanish, and if 

f* +» and f+ keep their signs and have opposite signs. 
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78. The corresponding formula for 6” f(x) is not obtained by this 
method, as we have assumed that all the ay have the same sign. It 
can be obtained from (11), performing 6” on both sides and putting, 
thereafter, 7 =a, =a, = ...=4a,=0. The remainder-term is 
first transformed by §2 (18), whereafter the unknown differences 
are replaced by differential coefficients with unknown arguments 
£. We shall not, however, go into details, as these formulas are 
not of much importance from a practical point of view. 


§ 8. Construction of Tables 


79. One of the most important applications of the theory of 
interpolation is its application to the construction of tables. If the 
function to be tabulated is a polynomial of low degree, the applica- 
tion is immediate. If, for instance, we want to tabulate the func- 
tion f(z) = 3x — 2 for intervals of 0.01, we may proceed as shown 
in the following section of the calculation. 


SS ee a ee ee 


oD 3x — 23 A I AS 


0.000000 


29999 
0.01 0.029999 29993 se ay 
0.02 0.059992 ie = 
nie 29981 wis 6 
0.04 ; are sa 24 re 
. . Os ~~ a —6 
0.05 0.149875 ee —30 a 
0.06 0.179784 ane —36 


0.07 0. 209657 


The third difference being constant, it is only necessary to cal- 
culate the 4 first values of the function directly; these have, in the 
table, been indicated by a frame. All the remainder of the calcula- 
tion consists of subtractions and additions. We first form all the 
differences (of the first, second and third order) which can be formed 
by the 4 directly calculated values; then the column headed A? 
may be filled up, as this difference is constant; thereafter, in suc- 
cession, the columns A?, A and f(x). As a control, we may before- 
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hand calculate directly a suitable number of values of f(x), e.g., 
every tenth. 

80. In more complicated cases we calculate directly a number 
of equidistant values of the function, for a suitable interval, and, 
thereafter, subdivide the interval by means of a method, due, in 
principle, to Briggs.! 

The first step is, by means of the given differences of various orders, 
corresponding to the larger interval, to calculate the corresponding 
differences for the smaller interval. 

We have by Stirling’s formula, leaving aside the remainder-term 


E* — k™ v— i (x? — 1) (a? — 4) 
—_——__ = 84 ~____—_____“[7 65... (1 
me O34 = 0 er a Oo (1) 

and by Bessel’s formula 

EES oa ar eee (pe) 
———- = 6° + ——+~_———— +... (2 
2x ae 3! = 5! a @) 

If we introduce the notation 
h af 

5 =H -—E ?, (3) 


we therefore have, by (1), if for 2 we take a positive integer n, 


DPeas ye pee 
a A a ee ae ee 


i 
— bn =O6+ ! oa 


2n 


the expansion containing only a finite number of terms, so that no 
consideration of the remainder-term is needed, if all the terms in 
(4) are used. 
If, in (2), we putz = a ». denoting an odd positive number, we 
obtain the following expansion which is also finite 
ees (2 = 1) Ge? = 9) 


1 
-§,= 6+ —— B+ 
b 


31 2 51 28 o-E... (odd)-ata) 


1 Thiele: Interpolationsrechnung §28. 
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Repetitions of the operation 1 6, may be expressed by multi- 
r 


plying (4) or (5) several times by itself. In the case of (4), all even 
62 
powers of 1] may be removed by means of the relation DO? = 1 + re 
so that the result at most contains the first power of 0, while every- 
thing else is expressed by 6. The expansions obtained in this way 
are, of course, also finite. 
81. We obtain, for instance, from (4) form = 1, leaving out dif- 
ferences of higher order than the 8%, 


462 = E15 
Ad) Wane as 
72 = Oe +730 & 
% 6.)4 = f+ 56+ Wy 68 (6) 
7e5=O &F+F 007+... 
#52) = H+ 35+... 
1 
FO) == Tl 60-4. = 
Gida)P= 68 ee ss 


further, from (5), putting » = 3, 


363 =6 + 36 
(34)? =F +254 45° 
46,3 = 98+ 5+257+... 
26)¢ = t+ ee +R8+... 7) 
45;)5 = 8+ a7 +... 
1 §,)8 = & + 268+. 
463)? = 7+. 
4 63)8 = 684+ . 


and for » = 5 


0.25, = 6 + & 4+ 0.28 
(0.26,)? = 6? + 204 + 145° 045° +... 
(0.285) = & + 38° + 3.607 +... 
(0.265) = o¢ + 48° + 6.888+... (8) 
(0.265) = & + 587+... 
(0.265) = 6+ 688+... 
(G2 east eo. 
(0.25;)8 = +... 
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These expansions are, as has already been said, finite; and it is 
possible, without much trouble, to find limits to the error com- 
mitted in leaving out differences above a certain order; for, an 
upper limit to |f” (| is, at the same time, an upper limit to |0”|; 
compare the last numerical example below. 

82. The application of (4) and (5) is best explained by means 
of a few numerical examples. In the table below, the values of a 
polynomial f(x) of the fourth degree have been given for the argu- 
ments 50, 55, 60, 65, 70 and 75. It is desired to find the values 
of f(z) for x = 61, 62, 63 and 64. It is, therefore, a question of 
subdividing the interval from 60 to 65 into 5 parts. For this pur- 
pose we apply (8) in the following manner: 


x f(z) 0.285 (0.285)? (0.285)® | (0.265)4 
a a 116.0 

55 1080 coe 15.92 ee 

ae 305.2 a 1.392 pace 
65 3584 EE. 28.88 ee 0.0384 
70 5832 ee 36.80 

75 9000 

x f(z) 5 8 53 54 
- eee 256. 1376 1.3152 eS. 
61 2314.1376 | 3. oan 23.1584 cue 0.0384 
62 2593.4336 | 5. angg 24.5120 ean 0.0384 
63 2897.2416 | 53) | (25-9040 oe 0.0384 
64 3226.9536 | 3 ose 27.3344 ae 0.0384 
65 3584 28. 8032 0.0384 


We begin by calculating the quantities 0.255, (0.26;)?, etc.; each 
of these is calculated from the preceding column by subtracting 
two neighbouring values from each other and multiplying the result 
by 0.2 (with a little practice these two operations may be performed 
simultaneously). 
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Of the table thus obtained, use is only made of the underlined fig- 
ures. By means of these, we form the underlined figures in the next 
table, beginning from the right, the working equations being, by (8), 


54 = (0.255)4, 6° = (0.285), 6 = (0.25;)2 — 264, 5 = 0.255 — 83, 


as all differences of higher order than the fourth vanish, our poly- 
nomial being of the fourth degree. 

As 6 is a constant, the column headed 64 may at once be filled 
up. Next, we fill up the column 6°, from the known middle value 
upwards by subtraction, and downwards by addition, of 64. The 
column & is filled up, as regards the upper half, by addition, and, 
as regards the lower half, by subtraction, of 6°; as a check we have 
that the difference between the two middle values must be 1.3920. 
In this way we may continue, until the column headed f(z) has been 
filled up. 

83. At the beginning and end of a table this method cannot al- 
ways be employed, as central differences are not usually available 
here. In such cases it becomes necessary to interpolate by the 
usual methods for each separate value of the function. 

84. The subdivision into an even number of parts is usually a 
little more complicated, as in this case 0 6” occurs in the formulas. 
As an example we give a table of a polynomial of the fourth degree 
and propose to halve the intervals from 0.30 to 0.80. 


ee | | ef 


0.10 2.9401 0.08925 

0.20 2.7616 0.14675 —0.02875 0.00075 

0.30 2.4681 0.20125 —0.02725 0.00105 0.00015 
0.40 2.0656 0.25155 —0.02515 0.00135 15 
0.50 1.5625 9.29645 —0.02245 0.00165 15 
0.60 0.9696 0.33475 —0.01915 0.00195 15 
0.70 0.3001 0.36525 —0.01525 0.00225 15 
0.80 —0. 4304 0. 38675 —0.01075 6.00255 15 
0.90 —1.2039 0.39805 —0.00565 

1.00 —2.0000 
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ee f(x) 5 o6 & 53 m3 54 
0.30 || 2.4681 Pose oe =0.0272875), anng7s 0.00015 
0.35 |} 2.28000625] _) . sangns| 0: 20125|—0-0263125),) 49, 1 9-|0-00105 15 
404 | 2s068 | oe —0.0251875], yor 15 
0.45 | 1.82600625| _  nanygs| 0: 25155|—0.0239125] 44, 495|0-00135 15 
0-905 {= 1.8028 \_-0, 289500376 002088739 001575 ee 
0.55 |} 1.27650625] 0 a saangon| 0: 29645|—0-0209125]) 49 179,5[0-00165 15 
O16) 0.9008 1 a senaaes —0.0191875), 0 905 15 
0.65 || 0.64350625) a sasngos| ~0-38475|—0.0173125) ) 4 99n10-00195 15 
0-70 || 0.3001 |_o. 35869975 —0.0152875)) ooo175 2 
0.75 ||—0.05859375) 4 a argon] ~0-36525)—0.0131125 3910-00225 15 
0.80 ||—0. 4304 —0.0107875 15 


We begin by forming the columns headed (4 62)’, as shown in the 
table. The underlined figures in the following table are obtained 
(from right to left) by the formulas 


bt = (3 52)4, 11 8 = (5 52)8, & = (3 50)? — 254, O18 = 3 ba, 


resulting from (6). As 6 is constant, this column may immedi- 


ately be filled up. We may, next, obtain 6* by means of 0 6 and 
the formula . 


EBM sr = Oe 4 dort}, (9) 


the numbers in the column of 6 being displaced half an interval in 
comparison with (15%. Thereafter, we fill up the column & by 
means of 6°, the previously calculated values of & serving as a 
check on the calculation. We are, now, able to form 6 by means 
of O16 and &, making use of (9); finally the required values of f(x) 
are found by 6. 

In practice, 6” and 0 6” are written in the same column, in order 
to save space; here, we have placed them in separate columns in 
order to make the explanation easier. 

85. There is another way of halving intervals which is often 
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preferable, especially when an arithmometer is available. If, in 
Bessel’s formula, we put « = 0, we obtain, leaving out the re- 
mainder-term, the symbolical formula 


32 2h2 
= ——— 2 pee eae 
1=0 Sip ki” pip ee 
(10) 
=o(1-je+ e- 65 
8 128 1024 oe 


The application of this important formula to the case in hand 
can be seen from the table below and leads, of course, to the same 
result as before. 


t( ) Fy §2 63 4 1 pe oll By 
‘i # e 8 | 128 8 ' 128 
2.9401 
aa —0.1785 
0.20 || 2.7616 —0.115 
—0.2935 Mo.0060 
0.30 || 2.4681 —0. 1090 0.0024} 2.48178125 
—0.4025 0.0084 2. 28000625 
0.40 || 2.0656 ~0. 1006}, 24} 2.07823125 
—0,5031 0.0108 1.82600625 
0.50 || 1.5625 —0.0898 94} 1.57378125 an 
—0.5929 0.0132 1.27650625 
0.6 0.9696 —0.076 o4| 0.97923125 
, 9695! _ 9 6695 7661) o156 | 9, 64350625 
; “0. 4} 0.30778125 
0.70 [| 0.3001) 4 7395] 9 O19 o180 g ~0.05859375 
—0. —0.04 24|—0. 42496875 
tae 4304) 9 7735} 0 Ola 0204 
0.90 || —1.2039 —0.0226 
—0.7961 
1.00 || —2.0000 | 


pee tT NS ee 


86. The kind of subdivision of intervals, most frequently occur- 
ring, is the subdivision of intervals into ten equal parts. It may, 
of course, be done directly, but it is more convenient first to per- 
form a halving, and then a subdivision into five parts, of the in- 
terval. Generally speaking, if a subdivision into an even num- 
ber of intervals is to be performed, it is preferable to begin with 
the required number of halvings and, thereafter, subdivide into 
an odd number of intervals. 
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87. If the given values of the function are not exact, but ap- 
proximate, numbers, the method remains, in principle, the same. 
The question of interpolating under these circumstances was dealt 
with in §5, and we may, on the whole, refer to the observations 
made there. As a guide to the treatment of the remainder-term 
in the formulas (4) and (5), if we stop at differences of a certain 
order, we shall, however, add one more example. 


x log x 453 353)? (353)8 (353)* 


a | SF EE EE eee 


50 1.698970 
0.0084353 
53 1.724276 —154 
79707 i 54 
56 1.748188 —13 — 
75547 es 46 at 
59 1.770852 —1249 Ee = 
71800 39 ae 
62 1.792392 —1132 
68403 
65 1.812913 


ue log x 6 62 53 54 

56 1.748188 —13 _ 
0.0076868 as 49 Se 

57 15755875 — — 
0.0075532 — 46 2 

58 1.763428 LES — — = 
0.0074241 sh 44 2 
59 1.770852 — 1247 =% 


—, 


In the above table, the values of log x with six decimals have 
been given for x = 50, 53, 56, 59, 62 and 65; it is desired to sub- 
divide the interval from 56 to 59 into three equal parts. 

From f(z) = log x we find 

Mi —1)! 
fO @) = (may 


v 


(M = 0,43429448 . . .) 


so that 


Mo Dg Ze Oe De 


3" 
50” 10% 


=|fO @| = 
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If, in (7), we neglect fifth and higher differences, this system of 
equations assumes the form 


$5 =5+38 
(§ 55)? = P+ 35 
(2 6,)* = 0° ee 
(3 53)4 = 04. 


The first of these equations is exact. In the following ones, the 
errors are respectively 


1 56 
9 
Ot 0" iy O° (12) 
$ 58 +- 2 68 + a4, 8 + gy 5”. 
384 . ; 
Now, |55| & i090? or less than 4 units of the 8“ decimal, and the upper 


limit to the following differences as far as 6” is still smaller. The 
error committed in using (11) for the calculation of 6” can, there- 
fore, as appears from the coeflicients in (12), not influence the 
sixth decimal and is, consequently, within the errors already present 
in the given values of the function. The calculation is, therefore, 
performed exactly as if all the figures were exact; we refer for de- 
tails to the table above, where the resulting values of log 57 and log 
58 are only influenced by the errors present in the last decimal of 
the given values of log x. 

We need hardly add that the methods given in this section 
are chiefly of importance in the case of the construction of tables 
of comparatively great extent. 


§ 9. Inverse Interpolation 


88. The problem we have solved in §4 is, to calculate the value 
of f(x) corresponding to a given x. The opposite problem: to 
calculate the argument, the value of the function being given, is 
called inverse interpolation. In that case, the given value of the 
function is usually zero; whether this be so or not, it is seen that 
inverse interpolation is equivalent to the determination of a root 
of an equation. This is, in fact, the practical point of view which, 
therefore, we will adopt. We do not, however, propose to occupy 
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ourselves with all the methods which have been invented for the 
numerical calculation of the roots of an equation... We confine 
ourselves to the methods founded on the principles of the theory 
of interpolation from which follows, for instance, that we shall 
only occupy ourselves with the calculation of the real roots of the 
equation. 

89. Theoretically, the problem may be said to have been solved 
already by Newton’s formula with divided differences. For, if we 
have to do with divided differences, argument and function are 
only two names for the same thing, and the general formula remains 
the same, if they are exchanged. We need, therefore, only take 
f(x) as argument, x as function, and form the divided differences, 
after which the problem is one of direct interpolation. But in 
practice there is the difference that even if f(x) is a simple function, 
the inverse function may be troublesome, e.g. be many-valued, 
possess discontinuities, etc., so that the remainder-term causes. 
difficulties. We therefore formulate the problem in the following 
way. 

Let the given equation be g(y) = 0. We put « = ¢(y) whence 
y = f(x), so that f is the inverse function to ¢. We assume that we 
possess a number of values of 2 corresponding to given values of y; 
these we put together in a table of f(z). We now commence by 
examining whether f(x), within an interval containing « = 0 and 
the given values of 2, is real, single-valued and possesses continuous. 
differential coefficients up to and including a certain order n + 1. 
If this is the case, we may apply Newton’s formula and find for the 
required root, putting x = 0, in accordance with §4(8) 


f(0) = f(Go) — Qofi+ Aci fe —...+(—1)*Qo... Graf, +R 


faery (é) (1) 
Cs. 
(n+ 1)! 


90. If y, as is often the case, is a comparatively simple func- 
tion, we may, instead of applying the remainder-term, insert the 
value of the root found in the given equation and, in this way, 
satisfy ourselves that the approximation obtained is sufficient. 


YS Cel Due yy i 


1See, for instance, Whittaker and Robinson: The Calculus of Observa- 
tions, Chapter VI, or: Runge und Kénig: Numerisches Rechnen, §§49-56. 
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91. As an example, let us assume that the value of an annuity- 
certain for 30 years is 20, the annual payment being 1, and let us 
attempt to calculate the rate of interest implied. The equation to 
be solved by (1) is, then, 


eases 
¢ (y) = —————— —- 20 = 0. 
7] 
Now we find in an interest-table 
Rate of interest 30-years annuity 
23% 20.9303 
3% 19.6004 
33% 18.3920 


If, therefore, g(y) is denoted by x, and y by f(x), we may form the 
following table 


L f(z) fi fe 
0.9303 0.025 : 
—0.3996 0.030 Se yeeee 0.00014892 
~1, 6080 0.035 


It is not difficult to ascertain that, within the interval considered, 
f(x) satisfies the conditions mentioned above, so that (1) may be 
applied. We thus obtain, leaving aside the remainder-term, 


f(0) =0.025 + 0.9303 X 0.0037597 — 0.9303 x 0.3996 x 0.00014892 
= 0.028442, 


being the required rate of interest. 

If we insert this value in the equation, we see that it is a trifle 
too small, while it is found that 0.028450 is a trifle too large. The 
correct value to 6 places of decimals is, in fact, 0.028446. 

92. In cases where the interval is so small that we need not go 
further than the second difference, the problem is sometimes, in 
order to avoid the divided differences, treated by forming the ordt- 
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nary difference-table and solving an equation of the second degree. 
Using the same example, we form the table 


y ge (y) A A? 
0.025 0.9303 | 
0.030 0.3996 Foe 0.1215 
0.035 1.6080 


Putting y = 0.025 + 0.0052, we find by the interpolation-formula 
with descending differences, leaving aside the remainder-term, 


= 0.9303 — 1.3299” + osm = 2) 
or 
0.060752? — 1.390652 + 0.9303 = 0, 
whence 
2 = 0.6898 
y = 0.025 + 0.6898 X 0.005 
= 0.028449, 


being slightly too large. Here, as before, it is necessary, if the 
remainder-term is left aside, to test, by insertion in the given equa- 
tion, how many figures of the result can be relied upon. 

93. The most frequently-applied method is, however, neither of 
these, but simply “repeated application of linear interpolation. In 
this case, too, the remainder-term is left aside, and the degree of 
approximation obtained is controlled by insertion of the result in 
the given equation. 

As an example, let us calculate the positive root of the equation 


There is evidently only one such root. In order to find it, we may 
leave the equation as it stands; but it is slightly more convenient 
to write the equation in the ion 


zloge + logx = 0. 
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We now put 
y =xloge+logz 
and calculate, step by step, the following table 


x y 
0.5 —0.0839 
0.6 0.0387 
0.5684 0.0015 
0.5671 —0.000052 
0.5672 0.000068 


rere tee ge eee ee ee ee ee 

It is first found,by trial, that the root is situated between 0.5 
and 0.6. In thus locating the root, we compute with the smallest 
possible number of figures; two figures will do. The two first values 
of y are now calculated to four places. Thereafter, the next argu- 
ment & is calculated by linear interpolation, that is 


0.0839 
r= aU rer 0.5684, 
and the corresponding value of y can be calculated to four places. 
By means of the last value of x found and the one that is nearest 
to it, or x = 0.6, we interpolate a new x 
0.0316 
x = 0.5684 — 0.0015 0.0372 > 0.5671, 
and the corresponding value of y is calculated to six places. 

It is seen that we are now very close to the desired root, and 
that this must be either 0.5671 or 0.5672, if we are content with 
four figures in the root. We therefore need not interpolate any 
more, but in order to decide between the two values, we still calcu- 
late the value of y corresponding to x = 0.5672, and find that x 
= 0.5671 is preferable. 

In this way, the approximation may evidently be carried as far, 
as we wish. At the same time we have, in the direct calculation of 
y, @ most efficient check on the correctness of the calculation. 
It is evidently of importance, not to make the calculation with 
more figures than necessary and, therefore, to begin with few figures 
and only to introduce more figures when they are actually required. 
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94. A fourth method makes use of dimded differences with re- 
peated argument. This method is, however, only applicable in the 
case of algebraical equations and, practically, only if these are of a 
low degree, while the methods given above are also applicable to 
transcendental equations. 

We have shown (§3(14)) that if all the arguments coincide, then 


=i (% == tare = 2,). (2) 


fr 


If, therefore, we write the equation in the form 
{@) =fptwtve +... +27, = 9, (3) 


then the coefficients are divided differences with the repeated argu- 
ment zero. These are, then, immediately read off and inserted 
in the difference-table. 

Let us, as an example, consider the equation. 


xe—224-—5=0, (4) 
an equation which is seen to possess only one real root. We may, 


then, immediately write down that portion of the difference-table 
below which corresponds to the four first identical arguments.? 


t F(x) fi Sa fs 
0 —5 
—2 
0 —5 0 
=9 1 
0 —5 0 
=9 1 
0 —5 2 
2 1 
2 -1 4.1 
10.61 1 
2.1 0.061 2 
11.23 : 1 
2.1 0.061 
11.23 as 1 
2.1 0.061 3 
11. 19569 ei 
2.09455 —0.0000165 


a ee 


1 Thiele: Interpolationsrechnung §9. 
* In practice, only the ascending line of divided differences —5, —2, 0, 1 
is written. 
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As the third divided difference is constant, the column headed 
fs may immediately be filled up. The required root is evidently 
situated in the neighbourhood of 2; we therefore add the argu- 
ment 2 inthe argument-column. In order to calculate the correspond- 
ing part of the difference-table we note that, according to §3(1), we 
have generally 


MC ay ee. ty) 2 105, Ta. Leni) (Lr. — Lo) f (Lo, 41 «3 X-), (5) 


a relation which is also valid for coinciding arguments, 

We find, thus, in succession, f; being known, f, = 2, f: = 2, 
f(2) = —1, and insert these values in their places in the differ- 
ence table. 

We now try the argument z = 2.1. We find in succession, by 
(5), fe = 4.1, fi = 10.61, f(2.1) = 0.061, so that we have now to a 
considerable degree approached the root. We might continue in 
the same way, choosing the next time an argument, situated between 
2 and 2.1 but closer to the latter value. But, having already got 
so close to the root, the calculation may be abbreviated by repeat- 
ing the last argument, as shown in the table, so that it occurs 3 
times altogether. At the first repetition, we calculate f, = 6.2, 
then f; = 11.23, while (2.1) is given and = 0.061. At the second 
repetition, we need only calculate fo = 6.3, f; and f(2.1) being given. 
The divided differences formed with the repeated argument 2.1 
are the coefficients in our equation, written in the form 


0.061 + 11.23 (2 — 2.1) + 6.3 (@ — 2.1)? + (x — 2.1)? = 0; (6) 


if, in this, we neglect the third power of (x — 2.1) and solve the 
quadratic, we get x = 2.09455. 

As a check, we insert this value as the last argument and calcu- 
late, by (5), f2 = 6.29455, fi = 11.19569, f(2.09455) = — 0.0000165, 
showing that the value found is slightly too low. If greater ac- 
curacy is required, the argument 2.09455 may be repeated. The 
five decimals prove to be all correct. 

95. The same method may evidently be used for the extrac- 
tion of roots. In the case of extraction of square roots, towards 
the end of the calculation, instead of solving as above a quadratic 
equation, we repeat the argument once and solve a linear equation. 
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If, for instance, we want to extract the square root of 4319, we 
put 

f(x) = 4819 — 2’ = 0, 


and the calculation proceeds as shown in the table. 


v f(x) fi fe 

0 4819 F 

0 4819 5 se 

0 4819 ines —1 
70 =e) ae -1 
a ss —138.4 if: 
69.4 2.64 ae oS 
69.4 2.64 wre es 
69.4190 0.0024 


The repetition of the argument 69.4 leads to the equation 
2.64 — 138.8 (x — 69.4) — (a — 69.4)? = 0 


where the last term may be neglected. From the linear equation 
we then get x = 69.4190, and the calculation of the value of f(x) 
corresponding to this argument shows that we need not go any 
further, unless we want more decimals in the result. 


§10. Elementary Methods of Summation 


96. We shall here occupy ourselves with some elementary sum- 
mation problems which are solved by means of the methods of the 
theory of interpolation. 

The problem of finding the sum 


8 
2 fe) =fla) + herd) ep ..2 7B) (1) 


is evidently solved, if we know a function &(x), such that A (x) 
= f(x). For we obtain by summation of the latter equation 


B 
Zia) = 28 -- 1) — a): (2) 
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The function &(x) need strictly only be defined at the points 
t=a,a+1,...,8-+ 1; in the intervals between these points 
we may leave $(x) undefined or define it in any manner we please; 
but as a rule a natural choice of a continuous function presents 
itself. 

97. By means of these simple remarks we are enabled to solve 
a number of important elementary problems. Thus, from A a@t) 
= (r + 1) x and the analogous relations we find immediately 


n—-1 n—1 A +0 n ni-*-D n—} git +1 
2 2%M= 5 70 = ;2 0" =—___, 5 gil = —__. 8) 
0 r (eae 1h i r+il 3 r+il 


These relations are quite analogous to the integration-formula 


ne nti 
adz = ; 
fjords = 


98. By means of (3) every polynomial in x may be summed. 
For we may, as shown in No. 14, expand the polynomial in 
one of the factorials 7”, «‘-” or x”! and, thereafter, employ (8). 
The result may, if desired, again be expressed in ordinary powers 
ona 

If, for instance, 


m m a) 
Q(z) = 2 ca’ = > A’ Q(0), 
r=(Q0 v=0 vy! 
we find 
n—-1 m (» +1) Q 
») x)= YF ——  A’Q(0). 
ee) v=o(v+1)! ©) 
In particular 
n—1 r ne’ +) 
> a= AO, (4) 


> SS 
2 =0 v=o(v+1)! 
More general limits of summation are easily introduced. Thus 


Sj Cee Oe ee 


8B 
ial G+)! 


1 Another method of summation will be mentioned in §13. 


A’ Q(0). 
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§10 
It may be noted that the formula employed in| No. 40 for the 
sum of the squares of the odd numbers is a particular case of the 
last formula (8) from which we obtain, for r = 2, 


2 zl = a 
or 
Pees... + Ona ee (5) 
This formula may, of course, also be derived by putting 
Q(x) = (2a + 1)? =1+4 4x + 42? 


and using any of the above methods. 


99. The same method of summation may be used with respect 
to the tnverse factorial, or 


a 
a(a+i)...@+r—1) 
For we have 


1 


ee) 


—?T 
TN = ; 6 
we@+ti)...@+r—1) «@+1)...@4+7n) (6) 

and hence 
1 1 i 

>> a . 

at@+l)...@+7r or nv+1)...@+4+r—)P) (7) 
From this, an expression for the sum, taken between arbitrary 


limits, is easily derived; we need not write it down. 
100. Expressions of the form 


Q(z) 
ea@+i1)...@+nr) 


(8) 
may sometimes be summed, as is seen by expanding Q(z) in ascend- 
ing factorials. 


If, however, this leads to terms of the form 


eed 
x + 0’ 
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the summation can only be performed with approximation, by 
means of methods to be developed later on. Corresponding re- 
marks may be made concerning expressions of the form 


Q(x) 


@+m)@+m)...@+n)’ (9) 


the numbers n, being integers. If the numerator and denominator 
are multiplied by suitable factors, we obtain the form (8). 

101. Many trigonometrical expressions may be summed by sim- 
ilar means. Thus, by summing the identity 


: 5 
Asin (@ — $)a = 2 sin > cos ta 
we obtain the formula, used in the theory of the trigonometrical 


series, 


sin (2 + 4)a 


+ 2 COs 7a = (10) 


bole 


a 
2 sin— 
sn 5 


102. A general formula which is of great use in many sum- 
mation problems, is the formula for partial summation, which is 
analogous to the formula for partial integration. We obtain im- 
mediately, from the identity 


AUD == UzLVz + Uz +1 Auz ) (11) 


the desired formula 


n—1 nt n—1 

2 uzAv; = E »| ae aU etis fh \ thes (12) 

0 0 0 

103. As an application of this formula we will show how ex- 

pressions of the form a*Q(x) can be summed, Q(z) denoting, as 
before, a polynomial. 
We have, for a + 1, 


n—-1l 1 n—il 
zx a* Q(x) = —— = Q(z) Aas, 
0 a-—1 9 


90 INTERPOLATION §10 
hence, if, in (12), we put uz = Q(x), v, = a’, 
n—-1 1 n—1 
Bde) = [eam] —"zeraa@}. as) 
0 a= 0 


By means of this formula, the problem is reduced to the sum- 
mation of a*A Q(z), the polynomial by which a? is multiplied being 
one degree lower than in the original expression. The new sum- 
mation-problem may, in the same way, be reduced to the summa- 
tion of atA?Q(x), and so on, until we arrive at the summation of 
a* which is immediately performed. 

If, by Zf(x) or the indefinite sum (an analogue of the indefinite 
integral), we understand the sum from a constant but not speci- 
fied number to x — 1, we have, according to (13), 


Za" Q(x) = Q@) ——“ sar AQ@)+C, (4) 


C being a constant which, as in the integral calculus, is determined 
by the insertion of limits. We then find, by repeated application 
of (14), if Q(x) has the degree r, 


ZatQ(x) = =e 1)’ ( 2) A’Q(a) + C. (15) 


If, for instance, Q(z) = x, we get, from (15), 


Satz” = “3 > (-— 1}! (= ;) pal — ») +C, 


—1 yv=0 
whence 
n—1 a” ( a v a r r! 
2 Gre =e z pO nr) 4 (1 ze ) a 
cae ae at Li aa ann nee 


We may, of course, also use this formula for summing any poly- 
nomial, multiplied by a*, if we begin by expanding the polynomial 
in descending factorials. 

104. Functions of the form 


a* cos ba.Q(z) or a*sin bx.Q(z) (17) 
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may be summed by a similar process; most simply by expressing 
cos bx and sin bx by means of exponentials. 

105. Most of the formulas derived here may be generalized by 
a linear transformation of the argument, putting ¢ = h + ky. 
We shall not go into details, but confine ourselves to pointing out, 
that if wu. = ax + 6, then 


AUUs +1... + Use, =O + ey lege... Urge (18) 


and consequently 


Watters « » + Usgr= ———UUeq »  » Unie + C; 19 
414242 + a(r-+1) +1 te ( ) 
further 
_— 1 
peered ei DO 20) 
Uz 41+... Urge Uget+1+... Uzrtr4i 
and hence 
1 1 1 
> $$ _— = = > ———————- + C, (21) 
Ugle+1 co 8 e Uztr4i a(r+1) Ug“let1 os « User 


(19) and (21) corresponding to the second equation (3) and (7) 
respectively. 
106. A theorem which is often of great use for the transforma- 
tion of summation-problems is the identity 
8 y B 
2 2Wey = 2 


y=at=ea zt 


8 
DAW. (22) 


which is called Dirichlet’s sum-formula. 


In order to prove it, we note that the left-hand side, written in 
full, is 


We, a 
Betas 4 ig aod a +4 
Bie eee ont WU tity oct tn 18) 4o2 


ela. 6 ca UPS Sa Sp Me eine semen ener 
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while the right-hand side is 


Win A ert IO a er ites os 1a 
EW eae Wy Eve ee eal) oe ee 
4), aso: abt iueie ate te eens 
ne Br cy 

+ Us, 6 


But comparing columns of the latter expression with rows of the 
former, we see that they are identical. 


Hie. 2 


A particular case of (22) is so frequently applied that it should be 
noted separately. It is obtained on putting wz, , = Uv,, the result 
being 


B x 8 8 
20,2, = 2D es. (23) 


This formula is useful, when one of the functions u, and v, can 
be summed, but the other not. For instance 


ame | ae ee ie ri) 
La P— = P— Dae ieee 
1 a & ae a 1x r+i1 
n+l Se 
an Spit 2 ea 


(eae ous Baal (r+ 1)? 
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A similar relation as (22) holds for integrals, viz. the formula 


fay [Fe pada = ir 2 (Fe; yydy, (24) 


or Dirichlet’s integral-formula. In order to prove it, we note that 
both sides of this equation represent the result of integrating the 
function F(x; y) over the area consisting of a rectangular triangle, 
shown in figure 2, the only difference being that on the left the 
triangle is divided into small strips parallel to the z-axis, while on 
the right the strips are parallel to the y-axis. 

If, in (24), we put P(x; y) = f(x) oly), we get 


fie) {sea ds ‘i 8 f(z) Jowde (25) 


Dirichlet’s integral-formula may also be derived from the sum- 
formula by a limiting process.! 


§11. Repeated Summation 
107. If there is given a table of f(x) : 
fle), fla +1), fla+2),... 
we may form the sums 


F(a) 
Ta) -Jte-+ 1) 
coset) Jlort2) 


z—1 
Let 2, when no limits of summation are indicated, denote = , 
that is 


z—-1 


Z f(x) = = f(x). (1) 


1G, J. Lidstone: Journal of the Institute of Actuaries, vol. XLIV, p. 403. 
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The operation of summation = may, like the operation of dif- 
ferencing A, be repeated, and the repetitions are also here denoted 
by a symbolical exponent, e.g. 


z—-1lz-1 


Vf@) = 2 = f@), 
etl a 


the first = on the right having a + 1 as the lower limit of sum- 
mation, as the table commences at f(a). 
Thus we may continue and, therefore, have in the general case 
z—1l cae 2—1e—1 
Say = 2 DP eee, eye (2) 
atr—-lat+r—-2 Craeih | te 
The calculation is best arranged in a table of the form shown be- 
low and called the swm-table, the analogy with the difference-table 
being obvious. 


Zf(a + 1) 
Ce CMe Be iS Z*f(a + 2) 

f(a + 2) 7 CE a) 
a a f(a + 4) a 
at 4 fla + 4) 


It: is seen, that f(a), =f), Da), . -.. Df@), .. . are all iound 
on the same line, sloping upwards. All the numbers in the top- 
line, sloping downwards, are f(a), so that 


Bie hy = fo). (3) 


If this table is read from the right to the left, it is a difference- 
table. If differences and sums of f(x) are wanted simultaneously, 
the differences are placed to the right, the sums to the left, of the 
column headed f(z); so that = comes next to this, 2? to the lef of 
2, and so on. In this way the whole table becomes a difference- 
table, formed from the sums of highest order. 

While the difference-table is perfectly determined by the function, 
the same does not apply to the sum-table, as the repeated sums 
depend on the argument a, at which the summation commences. 
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The operation = is to a certain extent the inverse operation of A, 
as AZ = 1. On the other hand, we have generally TA + 1, as 


ZAfF(x) = f(x) — fle). 


The symbol = is, therefore, not commutative with the difference- 
symbol. 


108. The sum-table is sometimes given in a different form, 


putting S = S, that is 
- §9e = 3 fle) = 3 +0, 
S¥(e) = 2 2 fla) = 24 e +2), 
and generally, repeating > r times, 


Sige s,s Shiny zte@ en. (4) 


If the sums S are employed, S’f(x) is placed on the horizontal 
line starting at f(x); all the numbers in the top horizontal line 
have the value f(a). 

109. The r sum may, like the r‘ difference, be expressed as a 
linear function of the values of f(z) by means of which it is formed. 
In order to find this expression we note first that by Dirichlet’s 
sum-formula §10(23) we obtain the following formula where the 
summation refers to v, and r > 1, 


: e aes ‘) >f() = Dfo2 ( mer ‘ 
-3(77 27 ")s0) 


or, multiplying by (—1)"~? and exchanging the right- and left- 
hand sides, 


Sia > ie) = 2 ieee: (5) 


vr=a 
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In the expression on the left we may, therefore, diminish r by 
one unit if, at the same time, we replace f(y) by Zf(v). 


The expression on the right of (5) may evidently be treated in 
the same way, the result being 


> ey Ae > Geman ac: 


pra ee ypr=a i 


and so on, until the right-hand side, as G bs ’) = 1, assumes the 
value S’f(x), that is 


ae a) 
Sy) el ee ts ahi 6) 
this being the required formula. 
From this follows, by (4), 
z-—r — pee 1 
eye) = 2 (7775 ")0). a 


In particular 


oa ee a ee OH eee 
gues 0) oon 


110. Repeated summation may with advantage be employed 
for the calculation of sums of the form > (x — a)*f(x), the so-called 
moments about the point a. As the transition from moments about 
one point to moments about another is easily made,! we content. 
ourselves with deriving the relations which have the simplest form, 
viz. the relations between >” and the moments about x — 1, de- 
fined by 


a—l1 


M, = Zz @— 2+ YF), (9) 


where we may, for r>0, take 4 — 2 as the upper limit of sum- 
mation. 


1 We need only write = (« — a)"f(x) = = [(x — b) + (6 — a)]*f(x) and de- 
velop in powers of (x — b). 
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We now expand (2 — » — 1)" in descending factorials 
A*0r 
ul 


inserting this in (9) we obtain, after exchanging the order of sum- 
mation, 


@—vy—1)r= 5 @-—v—1)™ 
u=0 


r a—pe—1 a — 
(—I):M,= = A“ > (* ‘ 46) 
uw=0 yve=a : KL 


or, forr > 0, 


(1) Mee AO SEM a) or > 0. (10) 
p=l 
In particular we find from this, leaving out f(x) on the right, 
—M, = >? 
M, = >? + 233 (11) 
—M; = >? + 63 + 6>4 


M, = =? + 1428 + 3654 + 2435, 


By this system of formulas, the tedious direct calculation of the 
moments has, in the main, been reduced to a summation-problem. 

It is also possible to develop in central factorials; we content our- 
selves with referring the reader to G. F. Hardy: The Theory of 
the Construction of Tables of Mortality, pp. 124-128. 

111. In the preceding formulas it has been assumed that the 
summation commences at the top of the table, which is preferable if 
the values of f(z) have a number of figures that increases with 2. 
But if the number of figures of f(x) decreases with increasing x, sum- 
mation from the bottom of the table is to be preferred. The formulas 
to be used for this purpose are, in principle, obtained by writing 
the given values of f(#) in the reverse order. The corresponding 
summation-symbols are, denoting by the last argument of the table, 

6 
B= = and S’ = 2. 
z+1 L 

We first obtain from (6), writing the terms in reverse order, and 

replacing x by £8, 


s+ (7, )ne-v+ (TF) )\ne-24. + (POT) 


r—1 
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and from this, for the r* sum from the bottom, 


SF(a) =@)+(, 7 )fety+(TFt) 1a +2)+.. +(° ee 
whence, replacing a by 2, 


SMf(a) = 2 (” ae ue = 40). (12) 


r 


Now 


B 
Sf@) = Zf@) =z’ f@ — I), 
S’f(@) = ZZf@) =z" fe — 2), 


B 
and in the general ease, repeating 2 r times, 
a 


SF(x) => et > f(x) = De — 7). (13) 
We therefore obtain, by (12), 
: Ete i 2 ae 
sepa) = 3] (727 "V0. (14) 


In particular 


S1= € ges z DOL = e = 2) (15) 


A section of the sum-table for =>“ is shown below. 


> SO Oe OO | | ______, 


a ee z'f(e — 4) ” 

: = : Ps s y z'f(6 — 8) Ane oe 3 BOG — 9) ory 

s-2 (CoD late 212 a ee zlVf(e — 4) 
; ON ee 
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The numbers in the line sloping upwards from the bottom have 
all the value f(8), so that 


20 f(8 - 7) =f). (16) 


It is seen that f(x), 2’ f(x), 2" f(v), ... 2 f@),.... are all 
found on the same line, sloping downwards. 

We have evidently V=’ = —1; on the other hand 2/Vf(«%) = 
f(8) — f(x), so that the symbol >’ is not commutative with the 
difference-symbol. 

112. We denote the moments about x + 1 by 


8 
Mis es ie = 2 1) i). (17) 
yvertl 

Now, let us in (14) commence the summation at x + 1, and in 
(7) continue the summation to z — 1, which does not alter the result, 
as the terms added all vanish. If, under these circumstances, we 
compare the expansion of (14) in powers of (v — x — 1) with the 
expansion of (7) in powers of (c — v — 1), we observe that they 
only differ from each other in that M, has been replaced by 
(—1)'M’,. We therefore have, by (10), 


M’,= > A*or st f(z) (r > 0) (18) 


pol 
and in particular, leaving out Ce); 
M, =< iy 
M’, = ye + 92 SMe 
M’, = py" ae 6 > ae 6 ylV 
Migs ey 36 37 24 ae 


(19) 


113. This system of formulas is used if the moments are to be 
calculated for a table of f(x) with a decreasing number of figures. 
But very often, especially in dealing with frequency-distributions, 
we have to do with a table of numbers which begin by increasing, 
attain a maximum, and thereafter decrease. In such cases, the 
moments are calculated separately for the increasing and the de- 
creasing part of the table about the same, conveniently chosen, 
point in the neighbourhood of the maximum. If, now, by M, 


10463. 
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we understand the moments for the whole table (obtained by adding 
the moments for the upper and lower parts of the same), and if we 
write, for abbreviation, 


y, = Ee) 4 5y, 
TS. = De) =e 2, | (20) . 
we obtain from (19) and (11) | 
M, = Ao 
My, = 22+223 (21) 
M3; = Azc+6A3+6 Ag 


= 
lI 


De + 14 23 + 36 DY, + 24 2s. 


114. The process of calculation is best explained by a numer- 
ical example. 


a f(x) 1. Sum | 2. Sum | 3. Sum | 4. Sum | 5. Sum 
0 15 15 - 
: bi 224 15 
9 365 239 15 
589 254 15 
3 489 828 269 
1071 1899 1082 
515 592 
5 277 
386 280 
238 206 92 
6 134 
148 74 
104 58 - 
7 72 
44 16 
8 32 14 — 
22 
10 se 2 2 
9 8 9 
10 2 ‘ 
= = 2800 1674 549 107 
A, = —998 —490 11 77 


a ee eee 


Given the above table of f(x), we want to calculate the moments 
of this function about z = 4. 
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Above the horizontal line starting at f(4), we sum from the top; 
below the line, from the bottom; in the last column only one num- 
ber is inserted above and below the line respectively, as no more 
are wanted. The numbers wanted for the calculation of 2, and A, 
are those placed nearest above and below the horizontal line. Thus, 
for instance, 23 = 1082 + 592 = 1674, As = 592 — 1082 = — 490, 
etc. The moments about x = 4 are now calculated by (21); we 
find M, = —998, Mz = 6148, M; = —3872, M, = 48568. 

115. It should be noted that the so-called factorial moments 
used in connection with frequency-distributions' and defined by 


k j k 
mS oper = @ko (22) 


v=r vy=r 


are, if we leave the factor r! aside, expressible as the (r + dys! 
sum from the bottom of the values of f(0), f(1), - - - f(k), that is 


O(r) 


Be +nyf(—1) =P. (23) 


In the sum-table for summation from the bottom, all the values 


“3 are found on the same downward sloping line starting from 
r 


f(-1)- 

116. Another field of application for repeated summation is 
the calculation of product-sums, that is, sums of the form 2v,Uz. 
If we put 


DU = Urgi tUez¢2- +++ TUn-1, D/Un -1 = 9, 


we find by partial summation 


n-—1 n—1 


DV), = — LT VzAD' Uz -1 
0 0 


n—2 


— Non’ U1 + z Avz be 
0 


1J. F. Steffensen: Factorial Moments and Discontinuous Frequency- 
Functions. Skandinavisk Aktuarietidskrift, 1923, p. 73. 


102 INTERPOLATION §11 


and hence, continuing in the same way, 


n—1 
» Ulle = . A=? t9ur+h (24) 
v=0 
where 
n—-k—-—2 
R= 3S A® ty ce rou, (25) 
z=0 


In this formula, 5° *w_, means the (v + 1)** sum from the 
bottom of the values wo, U1, .. +. Un —1. These sums are all found 
on the same downward sloping line, starting from w_1. 

In order to give the remainder-term a practical form, something 
must be known about uz. In practice, uz is very often a positive 
function; in that case >*+u, does not change its sign, and we 
have, by the Theorem of Mean Value 


R= NG + ly -D& a yy (Uz SS 0), (26) 


denoting by uA*+1y, a number situated between the smallest and 
the largest of the differences A* + 1%, A* +1, ... A* t+ 0, --~2. 

If v, possesses a continuous derivative of order k + 1, the re- 
mainder-term may be written 


R=0,4+05G+%y_, (ug > 0). (27) 


But the previous formulas possess the merit of remaining valid, 
even if uz and v, do not follow any particular law. 

The application of the Error-Test leads to the result that if u., 
A*+y, and A*+y, do not change their signs, and if A* +, 
and A*+2y, have opposite signs, then FR is numerically smaller 
than the first neglected term and has the same sign (provided this 
term does not vanish). This also holds for no, if the sums are 
convergent. 

It may be noted that for uz = 1 we get the summation-formula 


n-—1 ike 
Ze 2 ( tam +(, P.)nAt tn, (28) 


the first term on the right being nv. This formula is, however, 
less accurate than certain summation-formulas which will be de- 
veloped later on. 


— 
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The subject of product-sums may be developed in several direc- 
tions; for instance by introducing central differences. We shall, 
however, not go into this. 

117. Repeated integration may be treated on the same lines as 
repeated summation. If, for instance, in Dirichlet’s formula 
§10 (25) we put o(x) = (8 — x)*—}, we get 


i (8 — x)f(@) dx =k fe es (io dx? 


and by repeated application of this, proceeding exactly as we did in 
deriving (6) from (5), 


Ae ie fi@ac tae PAK — x)*f(x)dx. (29) 


If, on the other hand, we put, in Dirichlet’s formula, f(z) = 
(2 — a)*—1, we find 


[ie — aotewar = bf" - at [ow ae 


and by repeated application of this 


ff. e fetayast +41 = as. @ — a)'o(x)dx. (30) 


In this way, the calculation of repeated integrals has been re- 
duced to a single integration. 

118. It is not difficult to see how we must proceed, if the con- 
stant limits of integration in (29) and (30) are not the same in all 
the integrations. If, for instance, we want to calculate 


("fiero 


x zt Y 
we may note that f =f _ i" , and find therefore 
Y a tod 


{ (seae: = Ne i ‘f(ada? — { ‘ it "Haden? 


B ey 
= if (8 — x)f(x)dx — (6 — a) { tajae. 
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We may proceed in a similar way, if it is a question of sums 
instead of integrals. 


§12. Laplace’s and Gauss’s Summation-Formulas 


119. As an integral is the limiting value of a sum, approximate 
relations must exist between sums and integrals, that is, an in- 
tegral is equal to a sum plus certain corrective terms which may be 
expressed in different forms. If the corrective terms are put into 
the form of differences, we have formulas of Laplace’s type; if they 
are expressed as differential coefficients, we have Euler’s type. Both 
types may be used either for the calculation of sums (if the integral 
is known) or for the calculation of integrals (if the sum is known). 

120. Denoting by m a positive integer, we start from the identity 


™m m— se 
j ei 2 { se+ r)dt. (1) 
0 


If, in this, we express f(é + es by an expansion in descending 
factorials 


(n +1) 


Ga ters) 


n t 
ftt+r) =2— A's) + 
oO FI 
we get 


_ 2m m—1 fl n f(r) 
(reas = beads > zs A’t(r) + RB, 
0 r=0 =o v! 
R m—1 co His 
= (n +1 


If we introduce the notation 


1 (») 
be -{5 — dt, (2) 


we find 


m—1 


[Feds = 3 1" Avo +R 


m—1 * 7m 
=e = Jo + 2 hs Lar yee J+ R 
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and for the remainder-term, as t*+ does not change its sign 
within the interval 0 <¢ <1, 


m—1 
R= z fet @Li41 = mL, +i,f*+ (8, 
r=0 


= 1™- 1 
as, instead Sie = f"t+(t) we may write f*t+(£) (with an- 
r=0 


other £). 
As evidently LZ, = 1, the result may be written in the form 


m m—1 nh "a 
J ieode = > fv) +21] a" - 7G) | deg 
0 0 1 0 
R=mL, 41f*” (). 


(3) 


We shall refer to this formula as Laplace’s formula, although it 
was probably (apart from the remainder-term) already known by 
Newton. 

The numbers L, which, according to (2), are all rational, are 
easily calculated either directly or by means of differential coeffi- 
cients of nothing, as from the expansion 


= 3 “pom = s (-art“ po” 
r=or! r=0 | 
we obtain 
(—1)'""! = D20'-”) val | 
py ee | ee a a ee aie a 
L, vt 2! 3! Je pkey) (v+1)! @) 


These numbers may also be calculated by a recurrence formula, 
for, from the expansion 


z= 2 Dds 
(1 + #) Rae ae ee 


valid for |t| <1, we get 


t 


i 
ja aes Log (1 + ¢) 


FS TONE Oat eh ett) 
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whence 
a fd 
t=(o+ti+?le+... )(¢-F +E — ne i 


and consequently, on comparing corresponding powers of ¢ on both 
sides, Ly = 1 and 


1 1 1 (-—1)7* 

=~ == = —... +——. 6 
ES guy -1 giv t 7 L,-s a Pye Se | 9 (6) 
We find for the first few of these coefficients 

1 1 1 19 
h=1,l=7,lr=— jk 54 V4 = — 799) 
ps on ce 863 g215 
CT GO oa oe uh GO4S0 ae en Oa OD: 


121. If, for» > 2, we write 
@M = —(¢-—2)¢-3)...¢-—7+1)11 —9, 
we find from (2), by the Theorem of Mean Value, 


ie tN ea 0! ose 
v! 0 ¥ 
or 

Teer oe) ae) ee mn 0<6<1)..4) 


6 vi 


L, has therefore (with the exception of Ly) the sign (—1)’~', 
so that the signs are alternating. 
It follows from (7), that 


Le 0) Gee ere) 


|Z,| = 6 v! 


(0 '< 0 <1) ee) 


from which we may conclude that |Z, | is comprised between the 
limits 


1 1 
SG ay et ee (vy > 2). (9) 
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L, therefore tends to zero, although not very rapidly, when v 
tends to infinity. It can be shown that the exact order of mag- 


and, therefore, essentially 


il 
nitude of L, for increasing » is ——— 
v Log? 


1 1 } : 
closer to — than to —;- More precisely speaking, we have! 
V Vv 


Rie pyres 


vy Log?y ’ co 


the sign ~ denoting that the quotient of the right- and left-hand 
sides tends to unity for v tending to infinity. 

122. Other summation-formulas of a similar nature may, in 
principle, be obtained by inserting, in (1), different expansions of 
f(t + 1) in factorials. We confine ourselves to deriving two of 
these formulas which present advantages in comparison with (3). 

We obtain from §4 (20) 


r—1 » » g(r] 
2f(n+a)+fm—x)]= 2 tS) eat) 

v=0 es (2r r)! 

If we put 
jaa i tll df, (12) 
n! —} 
whence 

1 v Ds: og! 

Koy 41 a 0, Ka, = (13) 


(2v) 1, = 0 27*(2s + 1)! 
we obtain from (11), as the Theorem of Mean Value is applicable 
to the remainder-term, 

n+4 


3 ig Oa Ee i) fla) de 
se 4 


r—1 
= > Kp, f(n) + Kafe? (8 
v=0 


1 J. F. Steffensen: On Laplace’s and Gauss’ Summation-Formulas, Skan- 
dinavisk Aktuarietidskrift, 1924, p. 2-4. 
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and hence by summation from n = 0 ton =m — 1, as Ko = 1, 


["he@de = "3 70 +°2 [ee [4B 
ee ee i =4 (14) 


R =m Kz, f?” (£). 


This formula is called the first Gaussian summation-formula. 
In comparison with (3) it offers the advantage that the terms of 
even order are missing. 

The differences employed in the formula are found in the difference- 
table on two horizontal lines, starting atx = —} andz =m — 3 
respectively. 

The first few of the constants K,, are easily calculated, e.g. by 
(13), and are 


3, = 


S 4 17 367 27859 


K ea eR ee oe 
Sey ats 5760’ ° 967680’ 464486400 


123. From (12) we obtain by the Theorem of Mean Value, in a 
similar way as in the case of (7), 


(=? 


Ky, = Tom C= 07) 4 = 65. [eo =) 8} O06 <a 


showing that these constants have alternating signs and (by put- 
ting 6 = 0) that 
ERO (16) 
12)? fee, 
Vv 


The asymptotic expression for K2, is obtained more easily than the cor- 
responding one for L,. For if we express the factorial in (12) by Gamma- 


| Ky, |S 


Tv 


Functions and employ the relation T'(z)r(1 — x) = we find first 
i 


? 
9 OU 0 


Kay = (-1)"~+ 


3 
>)! -{ T(v + 4) — £)t sin wide. (17) 
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As ¢ sin ré is positive in the interval, we may apply the Theorem of Mean 
Value, and get 


y—12T( + 0)T@ — 4) 


Ky = (-1 0<¢@<), 18 
» = (—1) ene mnt (18) 
whence by Stirling’s formula 
Ce eee: 
Key <A) g—1,3,8 =a oz c (19) 


Comparison with the preceding results shows that the Ky, de- 
crease much more rapidly than the L,, so that (14) is also in this 
respect preferable to Laplace’s formula. 

124. A formula, analogous to (14), is derived in the following 
way. We obtain from Bessel’s formula §4 (26) 


bn +2+4) +fm—2+4H1 = 


r—1,[2+1-1 A . gilt +u-1 
2 ——— Os sin —_—— f(€). 20 
oy EST Ds’fm +2) + Qn! POE) (20) 
If we put 
Le 
My =a {0 te+n as, (21) 
n! =e 
consequently 
Q » Dtigk+u 
Ms, 41 ae 0, M,, = z (22) 


(2) leno 2%741(28 +1) 2s+ DP 


we obtain from (20) 


4 n+1 
QP) sym ta+a +re—2t plde = (sores 


r—1 


= > M,, 08" fin + 4) + Mo, f? (8, 
v=0 


and from this, by summation from n = 0 ton = m — 1, and apply- 
ing the Theorem of Mean Value to the remainder-term, 


m m—1 m r—1 m 
(reas Bo) +3/ se | 5 M,,| cs*~*4(0) | oR 
0 0 0 reel 0 
R = mM,z,f® (8). 


(23) 
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This formula is called the second Gaussian summation-formula. 
The differences employed are arithmetical means of differences, 
placed immediately above and below the horizontal lines starting 


at x = mand x = 0. 
The first few of the coefficients M,, may be calculated, for in- 


stance by (22), and are 


ieee in ied _ 2497 
Fo [Oe EA FOV he a GUARD) = 7 SOUR 


125. We find, from (21), by the Theorem of Mean Value, 


peal ee [Po a] OS 


(2v)! 
showing that these constants have alternating signs and (for 
= 0) that 
Mn is(? fae (25) 


The asymptotic expression for M2, is obtained in the same manner as the 
corresponding one for Key. For 


2 (?r(e@+r+4) 
Moy = SS ae; 
‘i nf REED a 


le Te +2+4+ 4)re — 2+ 3) cos rxdxz 
0 


ee, (2v)! ar 


=) Srnhe tet ore -0+3) (0 <9<4), 


whence, by Stirling’s formula, 
(=e 


gee — 1 yk ae 


My © (26) 
It is seen that the second Gaussian formula also is considerably 
better than Laplace’s formula, although hardly so accurate as the 
first Gaussian formula. 
126. Owing to the form in which we have obtained the re- 
mainder-term, we cannot as a rule (an important exception follows 


§12 LAPLACE’S AND GAUSS’S SUMMATION-FORMULAS 111 


in No. 128) see what happens if in (3), (14) and (23) we let m 
tend to infinity. Cases where the limits of summation and integra- 
tion are infinite may, however, with approximation, be reduced to 
cases with finite limits, by stopping at a suitable place, after having 
ascertained that the neglected parts of sum and integral are com- 
prised within known and sufficiently narrow limits. 

In doing so, the error may often be estimated by means of the 
inequality 


6 8 B-1 
aA <} f@dz< = fi), (27) 


valid for constantly decreasing f(x), as appears from a simple geo- 
metrical consideration. If f(x) is an increasing function, the 
theorem may be applied to —f(x). The inequality (27) evidently 
remains valid if a or B, or both, tend to infinity. 

We may also write the inequality in the form of an equation. 
For, if A< « <B, we have 


2=4(4+B)+R, |R|<3(B—A). 
If this is applied to (27), we get 


B p-1 ate 
J sede = = fv) 9) 10) 


$(a) = #6) 
|R| <2” 


(28) 


valid for every decreasing and integrable function. If we let B 
—, we obtain in the case of convergence 


[rede = 350) SR 
; aie - 
[les 


The formulas (28) and (29) may be considered ag primitive 
summation- or integration-formulas which, however, are often of 
great use in estimating the values of sums or integrals. 
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o i 
127. As an example, we will calculate Z— to 5 decimals, by 
bad 


means of (14). We have, by (29), 


iar il 1 1 
pia pt ose Ate, “be: seer 30 
a pg |RI<5 OD, 


Putting a = 500, we have, therefore, 


24 1994 

2— = 2 — + 0.0020020 

1v 1 v 

with an error that does not exceed 0.0000020 in absolute value. 
As a rule it is advantageous to begin by calculating the first few 

terms of the sum directly, as in that case we can do with fewer 

terms in (14). We find by a table of reciprocals to seven places of 

decimals 


15 1 
2>— = 1.5804403 
1 ve 


with an error that does not exceed 0.0000002; consequently 


SL 499 7 
2——= 2 — + 1,5824423 
1p a 


with an error that does not exceed 0.0000022. 
499 1 
We may now calculate 2 — by (14). Putting, in this formula, 
16 V 


r = 3, we find for the remainder-term 


7! 


g8 


R = 484 Ke: 


The difference of highest order retained being 63, we obtain an 
upper limit to R by taking § = 14; consequently 


367 5040 
967680 148 > 0.00000063. 


|R| < 484- 
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We may therefore, with an error that does not exceed one unit 
in the sixth place, put 


499 4 95d 4 1714995 17 1711995 
Sab al 
16 65 2 2407 2155 5760 x? 115.5 

Now it is easy to convince oneself that the values of 5 and 53 at 


the upper limit are negligible in consideration of the degree of 
accuracy required in the result. We may therefore put 


aoe eee nee Wome 


3 


= — §—_ — 
ACR aL EA OO ots 24 15.52 5760 15.52 
If we form the table 


. “ 6 6 63 
14 0.0051020 6576 
| 15 44444 5389 1194 _979 
16 39062 — 4460 922 
ily 34602 
we find 
499 7 1 1 0.0005382 7, 
>-—= — ~ — + 0.0000272 
{Che Ome OO) 24 3 5760 
= 0.0624918 


and finally with an error which is certainly smaller than one half 
unit of the fifth decimal 


- = 1.5804403 + 0.0624918 + 0.0020020 


v 


mM 8 


= 1.644934. 
We shall see later on (§18(88)), that 


Sal ae 
>-=-— 
1 Pp 6 


= 1.644934, 
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so that we have, as a matter of fact, obtained six correct decimals, 
although the method, on account of the inaccuracy of (30), only 
guarantees five. 

Formula (30) may be considered as an expression for the re- 


Vv 
terms. The question may be asked, how many terms of this series 
are required for the direct calculation of the sum of the series to 
five places of decimals. We must then determine a in such a way 
that 


? : Leaner 
mainder-term in the convergent series 2 —, if we stop at a — 1 
1 


zs 


1 iL 
2 ee 
a 


Rk SDAA? 
2 a? ms 200000 


1 
500000’ so that 
a > 200000. It would, therefore, be necessary to calculate and, 
thereafter, add up, more than 200000 terms in order to obtain five 
correct decimals. As each of these terms may contain an error up 
to one half unit of the last decimal, it would, moreover, be neces- 
sary to calculate each term to 11 decimals, in order to secure 5 deci- 
mals in the sum. This is a striking example of the uselessness 0 
convergence, in the mathematical sense of the word, for numerica 
calculations. 

128. The Error-Test is immediately applicable to (3), (14) 
and (23). Assuming that the first neglected term does not vanish, 
the conditions are: in the case of Laplace’s formula, that f@ +” 
and f+ 2) keep their signs and have the same sign; in the case of 
the two Gaussian formulas, that f@” and f@7+” keep their signs 
and have the same sign. In these cases the error is, therefore, less 
than the first neglected term and has the same sign. 

If the Error-Test is applicable, it remains applicable for m tend- 
ing to infinity. If the integrals and sums in (3), (14) and (23) 
exist form — ©, the differences employed in these formulas must 
vanish for m — and R exist for m— ™, and even if we do not 
know the form of the remainder-term, we may apply the Error- 
Test. Under these circumstances the three formulas may be written 


1 : 1 
where |R| < —,; but it follows that - < 
20?’ a 
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J, sede = 340) — BL,A"-"70) +8, 
0 1 


oo © r—1 
|, fends = 340) - "3 Ka +B, 


r—1 


{, fends = 3476) — 410) — "3M, a9) +B. 


If the Error-Test is applicable, these formulas are preferable to 
the method employed in the numerical example. It is easily seen 
that the conditions are satisfied in this very case, so that we may 
put 


aks 1 1 
See Ky St rat 
16 2 ppt S28 Tame t M48 15.5? 


A 0.0005382 tly 
Ra Le ae a 5760 0.0000272 = 0.0644938, 


the error not exceeding K, 65 As, in this case, it is easier to 


15.5? 
calculate f® than 6°, we prefer, however, as upper limit to the error, 
to take 

367 720 


6) mea ee ye) 4 
|Kef® (| areash ig? < 0-00000000 4, 


: ec st : , 
so that the figures retained in 2 — are reliable. If, to this, we add 
16 V 


1 21 
the directly calculated value 2 = = 1.5804403, we get 2 = = 
i sv jh? 


1.6449341, where the correctness of the first 6 decimals is secured 
(the last decimal happens also to be correct). 

129. Repeated integrals may, as shown in No. 117, be reduced 
to single integrals. Thus, putting, in §11(29), a = — 3,8 =m — 3, 
k = 1, we get 


OL) Peace = ine (m—4—2)F(e)dr. (81) 


33, 
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We need therefore only, in the first Gaussian formula, put 
f@) =(m—4-—2) F(@). (32) 


The matter might be left at that; but we may also transform the 
formula in such a way that the terms on the right become sums and 
differences of F(x) instead of f(x). In this way we avoid forming 
a table of f(z) and can do with the given table of F(x). The pro- 
cess is as follows. 

We apply §2(18) to (82) and find 


8” —" f(z) = (m+ v—1—2) 8-1 Fe) — Qy —1) 0” ~* Fe t+4); 
but 
Fret) =0F@ =(a+)re@, 
so that 
&”— 1 f(x) = (m— 2 — 3) & -1 F@) —- Q@-1) O08"? FO), 
and hence 
m—4 m—} 
|e") = —mé” —1 F(—4)—(2»—1) E *- Fe) | ; 
= — 


Further, we have 


m—1 


m—1 m—1 
go) meet (m= i eG) oe oO) 
or 


"3. fle) = B4F on) +42F(m); (a4) 


the sums 2 F(m) and >? F'(m) are, in the sum-table for summation 
from the top, found on the upward sloping line, commencing at 
Fim). 

Finally, by Leibnitz’ theorem 


JOO E) AU eC D EG) et ee (35) 


(33) 
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If, now, we insert (32)-(35) in (14), we find 


m—4 EA r—1 
f i) F(x)dx? = >2F(m) +4 =F (m)—m > K,, 8” ~1F(—3) 
in a r= Ps ee (36) 
— 2 ho ere) | +F& 


where 
Joy = (2p a 1) Ke, 
and 
& = mK,, [(m — 3 — & Fe (£ — ar Fer (g)], (37) 


This is the required formula. The first few of the coefficients 
J», are 


17 367 27859 


~ 1920’ °° 193536’ °® ~~ 66358200" 


130. An analogous formula for repeated integration is, in a 
similar way, derived from the second Gaussian formula. We 
find, putting in §11(29) a = 0,6 =m,k = 1, 


\ ij F(z) dx? -{ (m — x) F(x) dx (38) 
and therefore put, in (23), 
f(x) = (m — x) Fe). (39) 


Now we have, by §2(18), 
5” — "f(x) = (m+v—4—2) & —1F (x) — (Qv— 1) &” 7 F@+d), 
and hence 
De” ~*f(v) = (m+v—4) Oo" — Fe) — 3 @t 8) Fe +4) 
—3(¢—4) 0 Fe—3)-@—Dur— ret) 
=(m+v—3) 08" F (2) —2 8" FF (x) —16""F (x) — (v—3) (E+1) 8” °F (x) 
or, as 


H=1+ 05+ 38, 
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and leaving out F(a), 
= (m— x) 8" + (vy — 4) 51 — 46” — @ —9) (24+ 084-902)" 
=a (m a8 x) oO p27! = (2p ms 1) 977-2 - i 5”, 
so that 
E s”*4¢0) |" —mou gO) ma (2y— p[ ere) [2 [vre) | (40) 
0 
Further, we have 


Sf) 2 n= Fo) = hee (41) 
0 y=0 


and finally 
POP (Els ie) FONE) 2 ie) (42) 
We now insert (39)—(42) in (23), putting 


—1 
Ny, = 2» — 1) Mz, + My -23 (43) 
and a simple rearrangement of the terms leads to the formula 


m (2x r—1 
it if F(x)dz? ==?F (m+1) —m| a (0)+ > M,,oO8" 1F | 
0 0 v=1 


r-1 | De (44) 
— 2: 2) erF @) | ieee M. 2a FO) | +R 
where 
R= mM,z,[(m — £) Fe (g) — Ir Fer -» (8). (45) 
The first few of the coefficients N,, are 
AS fe sag N= gee eee 


131. The formulas (86) and (44) are closely related to the 
formulas used (without remainder-term) by astronomers for the 
numerical integration of differential equations.! 


1Steffensen: |. ¢., p. 12-15. 


§13 BERNOULLI’S POLYNOMIALS 119 


§13. Bernoulli’s Polynomials 


132. We shall frequently have to make use of certain polyno- 
mials which are related to the factorials and called Bernoulli’s 
polynomials. These polynomials are of great importance in mathe- 
matical analysis, and a considerable amount of literature exists 
about them. Here, however, we confine ourselves to deriving those 
of their properties which will be of use to us later on. Bernoulli’s 
polynomials are by various authors defined in slightly different 
ways; the definition preferred here is equivalent to that of Nérlund.! 

133. Bernoulli’s polynomial of degree m is denoted by Bn(x) 
and is defined as the polynomial that satisfies at the same time the 
two relations 


LB @) = Mae (1) 
and 
DBn (x) =m Bn —1 (2). (2) 


It is obvious that a polynomial with such simple properties must 
have important applications. To begin with, we proceed to show 
that the polynomial is perfectly determined by the two equations 
(1) and (2). 

If the polynomial exists, B,.(~ + h) will also be a polynomial of 
degree m, and this polynomial admits, by Taylor’s theorem, the 
unique expansion 

ie Vy 
= vi 
But this may, by (2), be written 


Bn(t+h)= ie bebe <9 @) 
=0 
or, writing m — » for », 


Beg iiss = (”) hm -” B, (a). (3) 


v=0 


1N. E. Norlund: Differenzenrechnung, p. 17-23; Mémoire sur les poly- 
nomes de Bernoulli, Acta Mathematica, vol. 438, p. 121. See also J. F. 
Steffensen: Ona generalization of Nérlund’s Polynomials, Bulletin de l’Aca- 
démie Royale de Danemark, 1926, vii, 5. 
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If, in this, we put h = 1, we find, by (1), 


m-1 

> (a) B, (x) = ma"-}, (4) 
v=0 

By this formula, the polynomials B,(zx) are perfectly determined; 
we find 


By @) =1 

B, @) =" —-3% 

Bo @) = 2 —2+3 

By (@) = 2° — $27 + 32 

By (et) = a = 24 a — oh 

By (%) = 25 — $a + §2° — (5) 

Be) = = Bo or — or as 

Bee) Ha es a ee ae 

Bs @) = 2° — 4" + Ya’ — et + a — oo 

Dg Gh) ei Ot a 

By @) = a — 5a? + UPa® — Ta? + Sat — S27 48. 

134. The values of B,(x) for x = 0 are called Bernoulli’s num- 

bers and are denoted by B,; that is, B, = B,(0). The first few of 


these values may be taken from (5); but they may also be treated 
independently, as we find, by (4), forz = 0 


Bo 1: > (")B, =. xno); (6) 
y=0 
This relation may be written in a convenient symbolical form as 


(B+ 1)™— B™=0 (m > 1). (7) 


The meaning of this relation is that we develop by the binomial 
theorem, and thereafter replace B” by B,. 
The first few of Bernoulli’s numbers are (leaving out zero values) 


1 1 i 1 
Boel’ Pa Se pe wee a ee 
ites acts OU AS te Gee eam 
1 5 691 7 3617 
Pe ae RS Sy Seen 
. Ty eeendat Bu 9730’ Bu Goan 510 
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Bernoulli’s numbers being known, the values of B, (1) are found 
from (1), putting z = 0; we get 


BW) =Br+1; BL (1) = B, "w= 1). (8) 


Bernoulli’s polynomials may be expressed explicitly by Ber- 
noulli’s numbers. If, in (3), we put z = 0 and afterwards replace 
h by x, we find . 


Boyes (")B,2--- (9) 
y=0\? 


which is the required expression. This may also be written in the 
symbolical form 
Bn (t) = (4 + B)™. (10) 


135. Bernoulli’s polynomials and numbers satisfy a great many 
relations which are most easily obtained in symbolical form. We 
find first from (7), multiplying by ¢, and summing from m = 2 
tom=n 


= Cm (B+ 1)" — Sc, Bm = 0 
2 2 


and hence, P(x) denoting the arbitrary polynomial P (x) = 5 Cp eo. 
0 


P(B+1) = PAB) =, 
or 
P(B + 1) — P(B) = P’(0). (11) 


If, in this relation, instead of P() we write P(t + x), we obtain 
~ the more general symbolical relation 


P@+B+1)—-P@+B) =P"(z). (12) 
The difference-equation 


Af(z) = P'(z) (13) 


122 INTERPOLATION §13 


therefore has the solution 


f@) =P@+B) 


B B (14) 
= P(x) + 7P’@) +5,P"@) Se ae 
the number of terms being finite. 
If, in particular, we put P(x) = (« + h)”, we find 
Bilt +h) =@+B+h)" (15) 


or the symbolical form of (3), as is seen by expanding the right- 
hand side of (15) in powers of h and employing (10). 
If, in (14), we replace x by x + h, we have the symbolical relation 


fa@th)=Pa@+h + B) =P(a+B(h)), 


the meaning of which is that after having expanded in powers of 
Bh), we must replace B’(h) by B,(A), that is 


f@ +h) =P@+ Bh) 


a ee (16) 


=a p PO +S Ee) t 
Performing the operation A on both sides of this equation, we 
find, by (13), 


B, we 20 


P(e +h) = AP(a) + AP(2) + AP"(2) + ..., (17) 
a relation which is called Huler-Maclaurin’s formula for a polynomial. 


The relation (12) may evidently be written in the form 
P(B@) + 1) — P(B@)) = P'@); (18) 


by suitable choice of the polynomial P we may obtain any number 
of special relations between Bernoullian polynomials. We shall, 
however, not go into this, but proceed to derive certain properties 
which are more important for the applications we are going to make 
of these polynomials. 
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136. The difference-equation 
f(z + 1) —f@) = @+ 12” 


is satisfied by B, + ,(x)and also by (—1)’T'B, 4. 1(1 — 2), as is seen, 
if in the equation 


B, a1 + 1) — Blase) = & + 12” 
we replace x by —x. We have, therefore, 
B,41(@) — (— 1)’* 1B, 4.10. — a) = const., 
whence, differentiating and making use of (2), 
BLA = x) = (— 1)’B,@). (19) 


It is seen that B2,(x) 1s symmetrical about the point x = 3, and 
that Bo, +1(4) = 0. Further, we obtain for x = 0 the relation 
B,() = (—1)’B, which, jointly with (8), shows that Bo, 41 = 0 
rOrers.0, 

137. It can be shown that 


B,(4) = (2)-”— B,. (20) 


This relation is obviously true for »y = 0 and v = 1, so that we 
may assume y>1. We obtain from (4) forz = 


Nie 


m—1 

> (") 3.) = 2!-™m, 
v=0 4 
This relation determines B,(4) completely, and we proceed to show 
that it is satisfied by (20). Inserting this expression, making use of 
(6) and (9), and assuming m > 1, we find, in fact, 


m—1 m—1 
> G aon panne > Cpe 
0 


v=0 y, 


m 
= > () 2-8, — 2i-B 
Vv 


v=0 
Wim (2) 2a is 
= 2-™(B,11) +m — B,,) = 2'-™m. 
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138. An important formula is obtained if, from (1), we derive 


es RN A Bere +9) 


and sum on both sides from s = Otos =n —1. We find form > 0 


n—1 
> (e«+s)"= oa em +10 +7) — Bu + 1(x)] 
s=0 
or 
n-1 
2 @+bs)* = ——— An ee) 
s=0 os 1 
2 (m>0) ¢@D 
= [Bate + t)dt. 
0 
In particular, we have for x = 0 andz = ; 
n—1 1 
2 Se ay an B m + 1(0) (m-> 0), (22) 
s=l1 m+1 
n—1 
ar (s + ate eo Re ), (23) 


m+1 


the latter formula being also valid form = 0. 

Formula (22) expresses the fundamental property of Bernoulli’s 
polynomials, and is the one that first established their importance 
in mathematical analysis. It gives a new solution of a summation- 
problem which we have already, in §10, solved by other means. 

139. In order to derive the other properties of Bernoulli’s poly- 
nomials, we will first express these in a different way which will be 
of use to us later on. 

We proceed to prove that 


NG B,,(0) = Bz, (2) — By 
can be expanded in powers of 


2= 0 —-2", 
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and that the coefficients in this expansion all have the same sign 
(Jacobi’s theorem).! 
We put 


(—1)" Bs (x) = > Gen es (24) 
»=0 


and are first going to prove that the coefficients can be determined. 
If we differentiate (24) twice with respect. to x, and note that 


D2 gk = k® ge—2 — (2k) @ ge-1, 


we obtain 


oe (2r) Bo,-2(2) = z Gy [(r—v) 2 ae eee (2r —2y) gr-?-4] 
v=0 


r—1 
= > [(r—vp + 1) G4, — (2r—2) 9 GO] 2771 — (An) OG a. 
v=1 


But if we compare this expansion with 
r—1 
(17 'B, a @) = 2 GP et 


resulting from (24), if we write r — 1 for, we find 
(2r — 27)9G = (2r)@ Ge -Y4¢r7r—-vt+ 1) GO_,. (25) 
This is a recurrence formula for the calculation of the coeffi- 


cients G. The necessary initial values are obtained by noting 
that 


Gite te GO =0 “Ge St), (26) 


The former of these values is found by observing that the coefli- 
cient of x?" in Bs,(x) is 1; the latter follows from the fact, that for 
-r > 1, Bo-(x) does not contain a term of the first degree in Z, as ap- 
pears from (9). 

If, finally, we note that 


Gr? = (— 1)" Ba, (27) 


1 Journal fiir die reine und angewandte Mathematik (Crelle’s Journal), 
vol. 12, p. 268-9. 
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(as results from (24) for x = 0), we may write (24), forr > 1, 
Te 2 
A,B: 0) =(— 1 2 OP @an) Co ee 
v=0 


the coefficients G@ being, according to (25) and (26), all positiwe. 
We give below a table of G” which is sufficient for most prac- 
tical purposes. 
Table of @® 


FE PAT aa | 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
2 1 0 
3 aL ieee 0 
2 
4 : Z 0 
1 3 3 
5 1 2 3 2 0 
2 2 
17 
6 1 aie co ls 0 
2 
: 35 | as7 | 1s | oot | oot 
6 15 3 15 | 30 
u2 | 352 | 718 
8 1 8 : : 5 | 290 | 140 | 0 
; pal 5 | og | 4557 | zit | 10851 | 10851) 
Flow ‘ 5 2 5 10 


It was calculated by first filling up the places where the values, 
according to (26), are 1 and 0, and thereafter applying (25). But 
if Bernoulli’s numbers are already considered to be known, the 
calculation may be simplified by observing that 

Gs =(— Itr@r— 1) Bya-23 Gigs 240 .. (29) 

These relations are obtained from (25) for pv 
r — 2 respectively. 

By means of (29), we may first fill up the diagonal of the table, and 
after that, the first parallel to the diagonal, sloping down to the right. 


It results from the first relation (29), that (— 1)" +} By, is, for 
r > 0, always a positive number. 


r—landv = 
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By means of the table of GS we may immediately write down 
the Bernoullian polynomials of even degree, e.g. 
A, Bw(0) = — @ + 34 + 323+ 32%), 


It is seen how much shorter this expression is than the correspond- 
ing one by (5). In practical calculations with Bernoulli’s poly- 
nomials, the Jacobian form is, therefore, nearly always preferable. 

140. The polynomials of odd degree may be treated in a simi- 
lar way, most simply by Bae (28). If we put 


Hl aes (30) 
we get 
B,-1(@) =(—1" (1 —- OF). B “HO Gy) oral) 


The coefficients H are acne also positive. By means of 
the table of H“ given below, we may, for instance, immediately 
write down 


Bow) = — (1 — 22) GA + at wy? + fre). 
Table of HS) 


rae oe 4 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 
2 - 0 

2 
3 pale. 0 

2 6 
hes | ale 

2 2 6 

A | peice || 
5 2 i0 | 10 

Lee ada ae 
. 2 3 A 8} 6 

1 5 41 | 236 | 691 | oot | | 
7 2 2 6 | 2 | 7 | 210 

1 7 no | 359 | 105 | 35 | | 
: 2 2 edhe 6 2 2 

1 | 14 | 77 | 209 | as10 | s2a7 | sorr | 617 
2 2 3 3 3 6 3 io | 30 
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141. As G and H™ are positive, we may, from (28) and (31) 
draw various conclusions concerning the polynomials A, B2,(0) and 
B2, ~1(). For instance, (28) shows that A, B2,(0) does not change 
its sign in the interval (0, 1), and that this sign is (— 1)". This 
also holds for r = 1. It is also seen that this polynomial contains, 
for r > 1, the factor 7?(4 — 1)? and has, therefore, double roots 
at x = Oandz = 1. In the interval (0, 1), A,Bs,(0) has a numer- 
ically largest value which is attained for x = 4; this also holds for 
r = 1, and the polynomial is symmetrical about this point. 

By (81) it is seen that Bs, —1(x) contains, for r > 1, the factor 
x(x — 1) (a — 4), and that 0, 4 and 1 are single roots. 

142. Bernoulli’s polynomials may be defined in another way 
which is useful on many occasions. It may be proved that, for 
|r| < 2r, 


TL 


Te ey gi 
—— = >—B,(z). 
Pomer e a (a) (32) 
For, multiplying both sides by e’ — 1 and expanding, we get 


ae a 
oP res bs 
Te ot S RACES Kes 


2 3 2 
(+5454...) (Bi +2 B@ +E Bie) +.. 2) 


If, now, we compare the coefficient of 7 on both sides, we arrive 
at the recurrence formula (4) which, as we have seen, suffices for 
determining these polynomials. 

If, in particular, we put, in (82), 2 = 0, we find 


Be (33), 


For x = 3, we get 


, BG). (34) 
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143. We will, finally, derive an expression for By, showing how these 
numbers behave for large values of ». We start from the well-known ex- 
pansion.! 


2 JAD) i 
1. ye + 4? e) 
If we put 
Seoul 
sn, = > * (36) 
vol? 


and note that 


Bd = x 2n 
ee = C7 soot at (ie ates 
x? + 4p? ea 1 ( ) (=) z 


we obtain from (35), changing the order of summation, 


x = 23on 
=1-- —1)"t! an, 37 
ae ee Ne are (37) 
By comparison with (33), we therefore learn that 
2(2v)! 
oy een +1 
Bop — ( ye (Qn)? Sov (v => 0). (38) 


As sy, — 1 for vy + ©, it is seen that Bernoulli’s numbers which, to begin 
with, have small values, tend to infinity with ». The exact order of mag- 
nitude can, if desired, be found by Stirling’s theorem. 
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144. The relations between sums and integrals derived in §12 
were of such a form that the corrective terms were expressed as 
differences of the function under consideration. Now we shall 
derive a relation where the corrective terms have the form of dif- 
ferential coefficients. 

We begin by defining, by means of Bernoulli’s polynomial Bee), 
a pertodic function B,(x) with the period 1 which, in the interval 
0< x <1, is identical with B,(v). We call this periodic function 


1 Bromwich: The Theory of Infinite Series, p. 233. 
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the periodic Bernoullian function of order v. It is completely deter- 
mined for all real x, by having to satisfy the conditions 


B(x) = B,(x) for0 <2 <1, 


Bes ie (1) 
Bye +1) = B,(a) for all x. 


If v is different from 1, B ,(2) is evidently continuous for all z, 
as in that case B,(1) = B,(0). On the other hand, B,(z) has the 
appearance indicated in figure 3 and is, therefore, discontinuous 
at the points 0, + 1,+2,... 


Fia. 3 


From these properties of B,(z) we may conclude that 
DB,(z) = B,_(@) > 0), (2) 


so that B,(x) possesses continuous differential coefficients of all the 
orders 1, 2,...,v» — 2, while the differential coefficient of order 
v — 1 is discontinuous at the pointsz = 0, -+1,+2,... 

145. We now consider the integral 


oe j=" Ue ant =D pm le + 8) dt (3) 


We obtain from this, by partial integration, assuming m > 1, 


Ry = PO tyn—9 (@ 4 1) = f-O(@)] + Ra 


and, treating A, _ 1, in the same way, and so on, 


oe 30 
- 


Rn = AL '@ +R, 
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We now assume 
(S921 (4) 
so that instead of B,(6) we may write B,(@). As Bio — t) is dis- 
continuous for ¢ = 6, we write R, in the form 


i ( Bi — 1) f'@ + Oat — ‘i RO=1 = ype pod, 


whence, as B,(2) =2x-—}for0<2< 1, 
1 1 1 
R= \ly@+ou-@-» [re roa — ("re +a 
0 Cf) 


z+1 
= fle + 6) — By(6) A f(z) = frou, 


and consequently, inserting this expression in the above expression 
for ls; 


Se 


fe+o= [iow oa a Grete eae (5) 


This formula which is also valid form = 1, is called the general 
Huler-Maclaurin formula. We proved it in §13(17) for the case 
where f(x) is a polynomial P’(x), without having, in the special 
case, to put the restriction (4) on 06. 

146. From (5) we may now easily derive the desired summation- 
formula. For, summing from x = 0 tox = k — 1 we obtain 


2I6+9 = Loar 3° ly -r@ +R, © 
s=0 


where, according to (8), 


pany (pee ee Bold = Orns 4 thd 


s=0 


k-1 Qapil 
SS fi BaD yay 


s=0 


hea (2 = poo ode (7) 
0 m! 


1 See, for further particulars, N. E. Nérlund: Mémoire sur le calcul aux 
différences finies, Acta Mathematica, vol. 44, p. 98. 


or 
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Formula (6) with the remainder-term (7) is called the general 
Eulerian summation-formula. 

147. It is easy to indicate sufficient conditions for the validity 
of this formula fork. If 


1° > f(s + 6) and (seoae converge, 
0 


s=0 
2°. f° "k) = 0 fork oo = 1,2, ... Mm), 
we obtain from (6) and (7) 


ae ” 


2 ie+0 = if f(odt — SO f° 0) +R, 


(8) 
R= - {= EBs om(8 = 2) em (t) dt, 


The convergence of the remainder-term follows from the condi- 
tions 1° and 2°. 

148. The two most important particular cases of (6) are ob- 
tained for 9 = 0 and 6 = 3. The practical importance of these 
cases is due to the fact that for these values of @ every other term 
of the expansion vanishes. 

Assuming first @ = 0, and putting m = 2r, the remainder-term (7) 
may, as Bo,(— t) = B;,(t), be written in the form 


yan ,Bo,(0) 


aA HG SaE: 


2r Bor aca : 
See fencpat — Sel gor-ve |, 


so that we obtain from (6) 


2 f0= {"Hod-3 oe Beal se PO] +R, ©) 


--f A Bo(0) 


Sane (10) 
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As A,B:,(0) does not change its sign, we may apply the Theorem 
of Mean Value and find 


De 
R= ~for(p) (Se a 


Bar 
= = Bg any [oer 


1 
or, as f Batoa = 0, 
0 


_ kK Bar 24) 
~ (2r) J 


149. The Error-Test therefore leads to the simple result, that 
if f? and f?@*+” both keep their signs and have the same sign, 
then the error is numerically less than the first neglected term and 
has the same sign, assuming that this term does not vanish. 

If it is only known that f2” does not change its sign, we may 
also establish a simple practical rule. As the numerically largest 
value of A;Be-(0) is Bs,(4) — Bo, = (2!- 2" — 2)Bo,, we find from 
(10), if @is some number comprised between 0 and 1, 


(é). (11) 


= 6(2 — 2! — 2r) r ae se | (O01): (12) 


In particular, we have the convenient rule, that if f°?" does not 
change its sign, the error is numerically less than twice the first 
neglected term, and has the same sign. 

Both this rule and the rule derived from the Error-Test are ap- 
plicable for k > o. 

150. Next, we put in (6), 0 = 4, assuming again m = 2r. The 
remainder-term (7) may, as B2,(4 — t) = B2-(} + 0), be written 
in the form 


Ls 1Bor(3) 


Aero ais 


or B,,(3) 5 m1 » 
) san (gdt — 2a] serve], 
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so that we obtain, from (6), 


oat Baa) Gay ene 
a re+9 = (poa+”s 2 oo@ |e, Gs) 
s=0 0 
© A Bar(3) 
(2r)! 
As the numerically largest value which B:,(x) — Bo, can assume, 


is Bo,(4) — By, we see, on writing the numerator in (14) in the 
form 


Raa Se de (14) 


[Bo-(t + 4) — Bu] — [Bor(4) ~ Bod, 


that it does not change its sign. We may therefore apply the 
Theorem of Mean Value and get 


i ALR. 
fc) aa at 
1Bo,(4 
~ agony f° Bea 


Now 


ae 
B r t i d= B. r a4 B. Tr | — 
\ ar(t + 3) sy | Ber) ar +.1(3) 0, 
consequently 
_IBz,(3) 
(2r) ! 
151. The Error-Test leads to the same rule as in the case of 
(11), as Bs,(4) and Boe, + (4) have opposite signs. 
If it is only known that f@” keeps its sign, we may here also 
establish a practical rule. For in this case we derive from (14), 
the numerator assuming its numerically largest value for ¢ = 3, 


the same expression as (12), only with the opposite sign, and con- 
sequently, introducing B2,(4) instead of Bz,, 


R=0o(2+ 54) eB jem @]. a6) 


J ONE) (15) 
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If f2” does not change its sign, the error is, therefore, numerically 
less than three times the first neglected term and has the same sign. 

The convenient practical rules derived from (12) and (16) would 
seem to indicate that (9) is a more accurate formula than (13). 
As a matter of fact it is rather the other way round, as appears 
from a comparison of (11) and (15), although the difference is not 
great. 

152. We shall refer to (9) and (13) as the first and the second 
Eulerian summation-formula respectively. They are so often used 
with the general limits of integration a and 6 instead of 0 and k, 
that we find it practical to state the results explicitly. 

If, in (9)-(11), we put 


f(@) =F@ + hz) (1 ae *\, (17) 


we find 


hs z ‘Featsh)= “F(a u sro + SLs [F ona | 4 R| 


as ee (2)! 
eed PONS, A Bo, (0) Fe (a + ht) dt as) 
0 (ar)! 
= kBo-h?r +} (2r) 
= Sse Pen (), 


If, in (13)-(15), we make the same substitution, we obtain 


4 2» " 
h BF (a+s +sh) =f Pedet > Br,(3)h” [Foe | +R 


sion) 
R= —perti( A Bx@ pon (a + ht)dt (19) 
0 (rt S 
kBo,(3)h** 


= oo ' Fen (é). 
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153. As a numerical example, let us calculate the same sum as 
i 


in No. 127, making in (9) k > o, and putting f(z) = Goer 2)? 


We thus obtain 


ae 20 
i@ + igs test tert ‘ (20) 


the error, stopping at a certain term, being smaller than the first 
neglected term, as f2” and f@*+” keep their signs and have the 


: Bz . ‘ : 
same sign. As already ar is numerically smaller than 4 units of 
the 8” decimal, we may, considering the degree of accuracy re- 

page| z 
quired, stop at Be, and thus obtain 2 — = 0.0644938, all the deci- 
16 V 


mals being reliable. If, to this, we add the directly calculated sum 
15 3 


1 1 : 
= = 1.5804403, we get a = 1.6449341, the first 6 decimals 
Vv Vv 


being reliable, the last one, as a matter of fact, being also correct. 
It follows from §13 (88) that the expansion employed for the cal- 


=a 
culation of a , is divergent if continued indefinitely; which, as we 


have seen, Hee not prevent its being used for numerical calcula- 
tions, provided we can indicate limits to the error involved. We 


foo} 


3 : 1 5 : 
may even in this way calculate eer to any given number of deci- 
Vv 


mals, if we begin by calculating a suitable number of terms directly, 
and thereafter apply the summation-formula. 

154. Eulerian formulas for repeated summation or integration 
are derived in the same way as the corresponding Gaussian formu- 
las, see No. 130. We content ourselves with deriving a special 
formula which has applications to actuarial problems. 

We find from §11(80) for k = 1, in the case of convergence, 


Ne a F(a)dx? = ie (t — x) Fat. (21) 
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If, in (8), we put @ = 0 and replace f(r) by f(r + 2), we get 


J sod = 370) + 3 Bee-o @ +R, 


i= [=P some + x)dt. 
In this formula, we put 
iQ) = ¢—2) FO, 
so that 
J () = ¢- DF ) +nFO- 

and 

Pie ees Fae) T(r), 
and obtain by (21) 


J [r@ae =f Se lees et) Fe (2) +R 
v=ae+1 p=2V } 


or, by §11(14), 


foe} ao m (v — 2) 
i" J F@ae RG ts eee 
z x try 1 (v — 2)! 


+f, 


R= eRe (+x) +mPm—» (+ 2)] dt. 
0 


We now put m = 2r and 
B:,(t) = A. Bo,(0) = Boy. 
Hence we have, for the remainder-term, 


ob: 0) 
0 (2r) ! 
Bo, 
(2r)! 


R= [EPO + x) + Qr FO ~ YE + x) ]dé 


a 


j ‘ [¢F-E+2) + 2rF°~%t4+2)] dt; 
0 
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but the second integration on the right can be carried out, the 
result being 


j “(tPF +2) + 2 FOG + a)ldt = — @r — 1) F?-%@). 
0 


Inserting this in the expression for the remainder-term, we obtain 
the final formula 


oe , r—1 Ba Pe - *) (4) 
i j Fi(xjdz* == a) i Dy oye yee (22) 
> A:By(0) 


aa [ERO + x) + OPO E+ x) dt. (28) 
0 3 


R= 
This formula is, according to No. 147, valid, provided that: 
3 \ \ F (a)dx? and >’’ F(a — 1) converge; 


De tF @ —Ofort— om =0,1,2,...,2r—1). 


The convergence of the remainder-term follows from 1 and 2. 


§15. Lubbock’s and Woolhouse’s Formulas 


155. Ifasum, containing a great many terms, is to be calculated, 
it is natural, as a first approximation to the required sum to take, 
say, h times the sum of every h“ term. To this must, then, be added 
certain corrective terms; and these may either be expressed as 
finite differences, or as differential coefficients. In the former 
case, we have formulas of Lubbock’s type; in the latter, formulas 
of Woolhouse’s type. The summation-formulas of Laplace’s and 
Kuler’s types may evidently be regarded as limiting cases of the 
types dealt with in this section; we have, however, found it more 
practical to derive them separately. 

156. We obtain from the interpolation-formula with descend- 
ing differences 


a FX (») 1 (r) 
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We now write, for abbreviation, 


1 4-1/5\” 
te i v! 2G) @) 


(r) 
and sum (1) froms = O0tos=h—1. Ag @ does not change 


its sign for the values of s employed, we may apply the Theorem 
of Mean Value to the remainder-term and find 


h—-1 r—1 
3 s(n +8) ="5' A, Arfin) + Af? ©. 
s= v=0 

We see immediately from (2) that A, =aie Keeping the first 
term on the right apart, and summing from n = 0 ton = k — 1, 
we therefore obtain 


kh —1 pot r—-1 k 
Bs(t) =n 2 7043 4, [arty | $4.19 ©. @ 
v= 0 v=l1 

In this formula, the larger interval has been taken as unity. 
In practice, it is as a rule more convenient to choose the smaller 
interval as unity which may be done by putting f(x) = F(hz). 
Introducing the notation 


Pe os | 


the resulting formula may be written 
kh —1 k= r—1 


BF) =h2 Flu) + 2 A  A,| arta) | + kht A, F (2). (4) 


This is Lubbock’s formula with its remainder-term. 
We still have to calculate the coefficients A,. This may be done 
(») 
in several ways, e.g. by expanding (:) in powers of s and sum- 
ming by Bernoulli’s polynomials. But we may also find a re- 
currence formula for the A,. An examination of (2) shows that 
A, is the coefficient of x” in the expansion of 


h-1l 


> (+2) 


s=0 


140 


which is easily summed, so that 
x 


=| 


(i+a)*-1 


whence 


INTERPOLATION 


=A ,taAit+av*Aet+ atiouleis 


§15 


(5) 


c 


1 1 1 
x= (Aypt7Ai+ 2742+...) IGE +(i)o+(Hart...] 


As the coefficient of x” on the right vanishes for » > 1, we have’ 


in addition to Ay = h, 


1 1 1 1 
(*)4, as (S)a1+(2) Aa. +( h )Ao=0 (6) 
1 2 3 y+i1 


which serves for the successive calculation of the coefficients A,. 


We find 

Ap=h A, = 
h-1 

Ai = ae As = 

h? — 1 

BOS areas BS 
h?—1 

AOS oyis ie 


(h? — 1) (19h? — 1) 
720 hs 
(h? — 1) (Qh? — 1) 
480 hi 
(h? — 1) (863 ht — 145 h? + 2) 
- 60480 he 
(h? — 1) (275 ht — 61h? + 2) 
24192 hs 


We give below a table of the numerical values of these expressions 


as far as h = 11. 


h =A; 
2 0.125 

3 0.22222 22999 
4 0.3125 

5 0.4 

6 0.48611 11111 
i 0.57142 85714 
8 0.65625 

9 0.74074 07407 
10 0.825 

i 0.90909 09091 


As =AG 

0.0625 0.03906 25 
0.11111 11111 0.06995 88477 
0.15625 0.09863 28125 
0.2 0.1264 

0. 24305 55556 0.15371 01337 
0.28571 42857 0.18075 80175 
0.32812 5 0.20764 16016 
0.37037 03704 0.23441 54854 
0.4125 0.26111 25 
0.45454 54545 0.28775 35687 
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h As alah Ay 


0.02734 375 0.02050 78125 0.01611 32812 


2 

3 0.04938 27160 0.03734 18686 0.02956 86633 

4 0.06982 42188 0.05294 79980 0.04203 79639 

5 0.0896 0.06803 2 0.05408 

6 0.10903 74228 0.08284 85499 0.06590 15960 

7 0.12827 98834 0.09751 03911 0.07759 52197 

8 0.14739 99023 0.11207 48520 0.08920 81261 

9 0.16643 80430 0.12657 41007 0.10076 69086 
10 0.18541 875 0.14102 75625 0.11228 76562 
11 0.20435 76258 0.15544 76532 0.12378 06658 


157. It is seen from (6), that A, is a rational function of h. 
It is easy to find limits between which A, is comprised. Let us 
assume vy > 2 and apply the Theorem of Mean Value to (2), retain- 


h\h 


2A) 
Sle és 
exoh h : Has 


ing under the sign > the factor s (: _ 1) As 


we get 


SCD) Daue 0 


£ being comprised between 0 and h — 1. 

As Az is negative, it is seen that A, (apart from A>) has the 
sign (—1)’ +1. 

From (7) we obtain simple limits to 4, by putting & = 0 and 
E = h, viz. 


> 2). (8) 


OED Av 


— 2A, 2s 
v 


158. By Stirling’s and Bessel’s interpolation formulas, we 
obtain certain formulas which are more suited for numerical cal- 
culations than Lubbock’s original formula. 
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We have by Stirling’s formula 
v ot es | v [27] i 
An +5) = "2 oo) ee 


r-—1 il x {2y] —1 ; ; 
a 2 oa (2) ae 


[2r] —1 
+(2) f(n+2nnt1,...,n&¢-1). 


We now assume that h is a positive integer, and put 


ps 1 G&-1f Gr 
a > a 
MOND) Le aie ay (°) 


the summation referring to zx, and x assuming in succession the 
values 


—(h — 1)/2,1 — (kh — 1)/2,2 —- (h—1)/2,...,C2—1)/2. 


x 


:) with regard to these values, we get 


Summing f (n + 


(h—-1)/2 Poe 
» An + ) => P, dfn) +R, 
=~ (mle ie eee 


(h-1)/2 /» | a r 
R= > () f(nt+énni3,...,2¢-). 
— (h —1)/2 h h 


But if, in this expression, we write —2x instead of x, we see that 
R may also be written in the form 


R (h — 1)/2 ee ay ( = 
Snes a Va eee = 
Sine 1a NUE f h’ nn i, mtr ), 


and forming the arithmetical mean of these two expressions, we 
find, exactly as in No. 30, 


1 (h — 1)/2 x [2r] 
2 (2 pmo 


Ope ou 


§15 LUBBOCK’S AND WOOLHOUSE’S FORMULAS 143 


(2r] 
or, as @) does not change its sign for the values of x employed, 


we have by the Theorem of Mean Value, 
B =P, f? 


We have, therefore, proved the formula 


(h — 1)/2 x rod 

z s(n =F 4 = 2 P,, 8” fm) + Pf” (é). 
—(k-1)/2 »=0 

But from this we obtain by summation with regard to n from 

n= 0ton =k — 1, keeping the term containing Py (= h) apart, 


Ak—(h4+1)/2 /, k-1 r—1 k—4 
(z) =h POs P,,| 4) | ‘ +h 
0 yeol — 


h (10) 


y= —(h —1)/2 


R=kP2,f (&. 
If, finally, we put 


f(a) =F (hz +4=1) 


and 
h 


r a 
6, =H —H, 


o> 


we obtain the more practical form 
hk —-1 k-1 h—1 r—1 ey hk —% 
2 FG) =h > F(hy +94) 4 DAP 5, \0, Fe) +R 
0 v=0 2 y=l -i (11) 
Rake Fe): 
We have still to calculate the coefficients P,,. We find from (9), 
developing in powers of z, for »y > 0 
1 @-D2 » Gr D% ol 
=—— Ff 2 (-) —— 
(2v)! -@-neneai \h (2y)! 
if 


D* 2] (h — 1)/2 
= ~~ 2 
Q)lant he Qn)! —G=17 


Py, 


He 


Ms. 
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h-1 
but by § 13 (21) we have forx = — gett = 2 = Rh 


(h — 1)/2 
2 


— (h —1)/2 


: bin ok 
h 


: 1 
= Pon (¢+ 5 )at 
“3 
h 
-3 ["2, (++3)a 
0 


me ese ut) 
= 5g Bass ( D ’ 


so that, for» > 0 


Jy ee 1b (" is ) 


Pe = yi 1 Oe EDIT ha (12) 


These coefficients may also be calculated by the recurrence form- 
ula §18(48). It is seen immediately from (9) that P,, (apart 
from P,) has the sign (— 1)”*!. We find for the first few values: 


ee —  @=-) ATRL). 
2c). oe 5760 hi ; 


P = obs = 
(h? — 1) (867 h4 + 178 h? + 31) 


Eig 967680 he 
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A table of the numerical values of these coefficients for various 
values of A is given below. 


h P, = Ps 

2 0.0625 0.00488 28125 | 0.00064 08691 
3 0.11111 11111 | 0.00823 04527 | 0.00106 69105 
4 0.15625 0.01135 25391 | 0.00146 57974 

5 0.2 0.0144 0.00185 6 

6 0.24305 55556 | 0.01741 33552 | 0.00224 22861 

id 0.28571 42857 | 0.02040 9381633 | 0.00262 64567 

8 0.32812 5 0.02339 17236 | 0.00300 93491 

9 0.37037 03704 | 0.02636 79317 | 0.00339 14081 
10 0.4125 0.02933 90625 | 0.00377 28926 
ret 0.45454 54545 | 0.03230 65364 | 0.00415 39637 


We shall refer to the relation (11) as the second formula of Lubbock’s 
type. In comparison with (4), it offers the advantage that the cor- 
rective terms only contain differences of odd order. In practice, 
it is as a rule only applicable if h is an odd integer, h = 2m + 1; 
as for h = 2m use is made of the values of F(2mv + m — 3) which 
are not found in the given table. 

159. A similar formula may be found by Bessel’s formula as 
follows. We have by this formula 


r pail 5] x (2»+1)-1 a : 
(n4a+2)—"s (2) Os” fin + 3) 


eee Oye a 2 
ee OpcAy h orn f(n + 2) 


x (2r+1)-1 v 
+(%) nti +?nntl,...nt(r—I,ntr) 


Assuming / positive and integral, and putting 


1 (h — 2)/2 er el] i (13) 
a > = ; 
Qe, (2v)! -(@—2)2 \A 
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we find 
(kh — 2)/2 x r—1 
f(n +442) = > Qz Oe fn +4) +R, 
— (hk — 2)/2 y=0 
(h — 2)/2 a [2ret dee x 
k= (*) Anti te nntl,..umb@—Vyntr : 
— (h — 2)/2 h h 


g\ +11 
As S) does not change its sign for the values of x em- 


ployed, we may apply the Theorem of Mean Value and get 
Be = Qu, f2 (8). 


Keeping the term containing Qo(= h — 1) apart, the formula 
may be written 


h/2—1 


Lee h h 1 
s(n + 5 me 7 = “a JM) Piya a eae 3 A fm) 


r—1 
+72 O, 00% s(n +3) + Qos 


Summing now with regard to n from n = 0 ton = k — 1, we 
obtain 
hk-1 /y bet Wise eer ee | k 
2 (i) =n x 10) Tee lr | + 2 a, [ae 'ye) | +R 


»=0 v=1 


R “ra k Q:, ca (é). 
If, finally, we put f(z) = F'(ha), we find the more practical form 


(14) 


hk—-1 k-1 oe hk = r—1 hk 
> F(v)=h = F(hy) + ‘lFe| +2 @,| oat) | +h 
0 v=0 0 v=1 0 (15) 


R =k Q2, h® FO (8), 


The coefficients Q,, may be calculated as follows. We find from 
(13), developing in powers of , 


1 (hk — 2)/2 v Ge D*o +1)-1 
fis; eer. 


Q, 


= > 
(2v)! — (4 —2)/2 n =0 
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but on comparing the expansions of 2-1 and z!*! in powers of 2, 
it is seen that 


1, 
af] 


Ds0ll -1 — Det 19 [n) 
§ 


so that 
1 » D*t+i19%+1 @—2/2 


> aa 2z z 
(27) 1,20 A7"(Qu +1)! —a@—aye 


Q», - 


We therefore have 


2 > D+ 192 +4 h 
Qe, = (2) 1a oh Qu +1)! Qu + 5 Bues(Z). (16) 


These coefficients may also be calculated by the recurrence formula 
§18 (51). Itis seen from (13) that Q,, has the sign (—1)’. The 
first few values are: 


eo (h2 — 1) (11h? + 1) 
= h aa ‘ pant ee RE aE Dee As aes ed AC OE ee 
- th ion °% 720 he 
jen (h2 — 1) (191h4 + 23h? + 2) 
os 60480h5 : 


A table of the numerical values of these coefficients is given below. 


h —Q2 Q4 —Q 
2 0.125 0.02343 75 0.00488 28125 
3 0. 22222 22222 0.04115 22634 0.00853 52843 
4 0.3125 0.05761 71875 0.01193 23730 
5 0.4 0.0736 0.01523 2 
6 0.48611 11111 0.08934 54218 0.01848 38380 
if 0.57142 85714 0.10495 62682 0.02170 86418 
8 0.65625 0.12048 33984 0.02491 66489 
eng 0.74074 07407 0.13595 48849 0.02811 35002 
10 0.825 0.15138 75 0.03130 25625 
11 0.90909 09091 0.16679 18858 0.03448 59703 


We shall refer to (15) as the third formula of Lubbock’s type. It 
only contains differences of odd order and is, therefore, preferable 
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to Lubbock’s original formula. In comparison with (11), the second 
formula of Lubbock’s type; the latter is as a rule to be preferred, 
as the coefficients decrease more rapidly, and the formation of 
arithmetical means of differences is avoided. But if is an even in- 
teger, h = 2m, (11) is inconvenient while (15) may still be employed." 

160. Limits to the coefficients P,, and Q,, may be found by a 
similar process as that employed in the case of A,. Thus, we 
obtain from (9), assuming vy > 1 and 0< 6< , 


(— rae 
fae ae 


showing that these coefficients have alternating signs and (for 
6 = 0) that 


(12 — 6) (22 — 6)... [(v — 1)? — 6] 2Pe 


= 2P»2 
Zao 
Similarly, we obtain from (13), assuming vy > 1 and 0 < 6 < i, 
oes (2 — 1) | 
=(—1)" * 2— 6). ..| ——== 


showing that the signs are alternating and that 


TO eee Sx (2) Sy a 


161. In order to deduce Woolhouse’s formula we put, in §14 (9), 
k = mn, and in §14(18),a=0,6 =mn,h=n,k =m, F = f, 
and subtract the two formulas from each other. We find, re- 
placing s by », 


WED 


mn—1 m—1 ijl mn r—-1 Bp, £ mn 
Efo)=nzsew)+ =| poy [3 Sinn] so @ [LR, 
™ 2" Bor (0) — Ant Bor (0 
R= n{ ena S ame hed Go (18) 


In order to be able to apply the Theorem of Mean Value to this 
integral, we proceed to show that the function 


n*" A ,Bo,(0) ray A ntBor(0) (19) 
1 See the paper by I. Lehmann quoted in No. 22. 


(17) 
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does not change its sign, as n®* A Bo, (0) is always numerically 
greater than, or equal to Kn Bek); so that the sign is (—1)’. 
In proving this, we may confine ourselves to the interval 0 <t < ~ : 


for the function (19) is periodic with the period 1 and symmetrical 
about t = 3; and for 0 <t < 3 the function n" A ,Bo,(0) i is numerically 
increasing on t, while A ntBor(0) attains its numerically largest 


value for t = > (see fig. 4). 


Fia. 4 
, ; 1 co : ; 
But in the interval 0<t< ms (19) is identical with 


nA +B2,(0) = AntBe,(0), 


and according to §13(28) this function, the coefficients G,“ being 
all positive, does not change its sign provided that the expression 


nt — PF — (ni — n°?) 
keeps its sign. But this expression is positive for 0<t<-, as is 
seen by writing it in the form 
nittin?r —*(1 — t)* — (1 — nt)4; 
and the proof is complete. 


We therefore obtain from (18) 


Ope NEA 
= nf 2") of" Wee See ( EUAN Bele 
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In order to calculate the integral, we note that if w(t) is a periodic 
function with the period 1, and n and m are positive integers, then 


[ocunat = = {oa =m { ‘o(t)dl. 


1 
Re zs aes (£) (n?* — nf A: Dor (0) dt, 


and consequently, by §13 (2), 


Hence 


ST es (20) 


ae 2r 

(2r)! 
being the practical form of the remainder-term. 

Woolhouse’s formula (17) with the remainder-term (20) is 
preferable to the formulas of Lubbock’s type in those cases where 
it is easy to calculate the differential coefficients of f(x). 

162. A variant of Woolhouse’s formula is obtained if, in §14 (13), 
we put k = mn, and replace f(r) by f(r — 4); in §14(19) puta = 


—34,b6=mn—34,h=n,k =m,F =f; and subtract the two formu- 
las from each other. We thus obtain, replacing s by », 
mn—1 mimo r— ae - mn—} 
= soyan'a s(n +")_s Feb ae | se-m@ [4B 
v=1 (2y)! 7 


aeeit (eeee — AnBilS) san (nt — adi (22) 


(2r)! 


In order to be able to apply the Theorem of Mean Value we 
proceed to show that the function 


nA ,Bar(3) — AnBar(3) (23) 
does not change its sign. For similar reasons as in the case of (19) 
we may confine ourselves to the interval 0<t< = In this interval 
(23) is identical with 

nA ,Bos(3) — AntBar(3). (24) 
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For r = 1 it is easily proved that this expression vanishes iden- 
tically and therefore does not change its sign. 

For r>1 we note that the function (24) vanishes for ¢ = 0, and 
that its differential coefficient, apart from the constant factor 2rn, is 


nr — 1B. = i(k -- 4) = Boe = i(nt + 3). (25) 


We need only show that this expression does not change its sign 
in the interval. 
Now we have by §13(81) for r>1 


r—2 7 
Bo, —1(@ +3) = (—1)" + 12e BHO — a7 7?, 
v=0 
the coefficients H,™ being all positive. The function (25) will 
therefore keep its sign, if the expression 
n?* — AG oe {2)* ae nt(t — (Und bs 


keeps its sign; but this expression is evidently positive in the in- 
terval. 

Having thus proved that the function (23) does not change its 
sign, we obtain from (22) 


R = nf (&) (eat ee dt 


(2r)! 
= mnf?(t) (n= — nf ae A: Bor) 
or finally 
Bo,(3) Qr 2r 
dee Gn — if? ©. (26) 


We shall refer to (21) with its remainder-term as the second 
formula of Woolhouse’s type. 

It should be noted that (21) is only of real practical value, if n 
is an odd integer n = 2k + 1, as for m = 2k, terms of the form 
f(2kv + k — 4) occur in the formula. 

163. The application of the Error-Test to the formulas de- 
veloped in this section, is immediate. Confining ourselves to the 
case where the first neglected term does not vanish, the condi- 
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tions for the error to be numerically smaller than this term, and to 
have the same sign, are briefly the following: 
Lubbock I: ff SO, 
— Lei he? ei 2 6. 
Woolhouse I1& II: ferfer+2® >0, 


164. Exactly as in the case of the summation-formulas of §12 
and §14, we may let the upper limits of summation tend to infinity, 
provided that the sums converge and (in the case of the formulas 
of Woolhouse’s type) the differential coefficients vanish at the 
upper limit, and the Error-Test remains applicable under these 


circumstances. 
349 


1 
165. As a numerical example we propose to calculate 2 — by 


200 
5 1 
(11), putting k = 10, h = 15, FQ) = 200 4 For the coeffi- 
cients P,, we have 
pi Bir ae CNG, he a GG 
pepe ee 151875’ ~° 205031250" 
We now form the following table 
1 
v 15v + 207 iby + 207 O16 715 O15 
—2 177 0.005649718 Hainer 
=i 192 5208333 | — 63970 
0 207 aszoots. | 37 |, 8002 ee 
1 222 4504505 
2 BY 4219409 
3 252 3968254 
4 267 3745318 
5 282 3546099 
6 297 3367003 
7 312 8205128 
8 327 3058104 134197 
9 3842 2923977 — 199857 11270 1361 
10 357 2801120 | _ 19948 9909 a 
11 372 2688172 


9 
2 = 0.037368715 


v=o 


a ee re 
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and obtain by (11), apart from the remainder-term, 


349 


2 — = 15 X 0.037368715 + P: (—0.000122857 + 0.000377415) 


200 ¥ 
+P, (—0.000001361 + 0.000012968) 
= 0.560530725 + 0.000158392 — 0.000000513 
= 0.56068860. 


For the remainder-term we find! 


. 


(200 + £)? 


so that the error does not exceed 9 units of the 8” decimal. The 
correct value to 8 decimals is, in fact, 0.56068862. 

If we calculate the same sum by the second formula of Wool- 
house’s type, (21), the principal term remains unaltered, while for 
the corrective terms we find 


R = 10P,158 < 0.0786, 


Ao PN Sk 6 
12 2! \199.5? 349.57) 240 41 199.54 349.54 
= 0.00015789, 


so that the result becomes 0.56068861. This result can only be 
affected by forcing-errors, as we find, by (26), for the remainder- 
term 

Bs(3) ; 6! : 

61 150(15* — 1) (200+ 5" <= 0.0831, 

166. Whether, under given circumstances, Lubbock’s or Wool- 
house’s type is to be preferred, does not entirely depend on the 
accuracy obtainable by a given number of terms—in which respect 
Woolhouse’s type is preferable—but also on the difficulty involved 
in calculating the differential coefficients. If the numerical values 
of the integral of the function are easily accessible, neither of these 
formulas should be applied, but a formula of Gauss’s or Euler’s 


type. 


1 Instead of m zeros in succession we shall sometimes, for abbreviation, 


R= 


write 0", 
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§16. Mechanical Quadrature 


167. By a formula of mechanical quadrature, we! mean a formula 
expressing the approximate value of an integral as a linearfunction 
of a certain number of values of the function to be integrated. 
Formulas of this nature may be obtained in many different ways; 
here, we confine ourselves to considering certain formulas obtained 
by integrating Lagrange’s interpolation-formula between definite 
limits. If these are fixed, for instance 0 and 1, and the arguments 
n—t1 


: 1 2 
Qo, 41, - - - Gn also, for instance 0, sie ho , 1, we may 


once and for all calculate the coefficients of the values of f(x) em- 
ployed in the formula (Cotes’ method). As we may always, by a 
linear transformation, ensure that the limits of integration become 
given numbers, we may at any step of our calculations use the 
limits that lead to the simplest operations. 

168. We content ourselves with deducing certain quadrature 
formulas for which it is possible to give the remainder-term a prac- 
tical form. 

Using first for the interpolation the points 0, +1, +2, ... 7, 
we put? 


Pv) =a(2? — 1) @—4)... @— 7) (1) 
and 


Pia) = 2, @) 


v being one of the values 0, +1, +2,... -tr, and find, by La- 
grange’s interpolation formula 
ae) 
La) = Pw” mee CO ACZ ihe cigs a2) (3) 
Here, f(z, 0, +1,...-+7) means the divided difference of 
order 2r + 1, formed with the arguments xz, 0, +1,... -Er. 


1 Many authors use the expression as comprising all formulas which can 
be used for numerical integration, comprising also the summation-formulas 
of Laplace’s and Euler’s types. 

* In the case of r = 0, we put P(x) = z. 
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We now put, m denoting a positive integer, 


eC ei) 
Cee iP) dx. (4) 
As P(—x) = —P(x), we have 
ye P(-— 2) _ P(e) 


—X—v a+p 


or P,(—x) = P_,(x). By means of this relation, we find 


ONCE el EG 
Ue a ee 1g —m P,() we 


and therefore U_, = U,, as is seen by putting x = — ¢ in the last 
integral. 
Integrating (3) between the limits! +m, we consequently find 


[" jerde = Uso + SUL +4- M+R, (5) 


R= |" Pete, 0, £1,... nde, (6) 


169. This remainder-term may be simplified by partial integra- 
tion, but it is first necessary to examine the function 


Qe) = |" Pwd (7) 


We begin by observing that Q(—m) = 0 and Q(m) = 0; the 
latter result following from P(—t) = —P(). 

Next, we may prove that Q(x) does not vanish in the interval . 
+m. If we put 


1,= J” Pood (8) 


1 The case where the limits of integration are + (m + 4) has been treated 
recently by A. Walther: Zur numerischen Integration. Skandinavisk 
Aktuarietidskrift 1925, p. 148. 
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the assertion will evidently be proved if the graph of P(é) is as indi- 
cated in figure 5, 


Fic. 5 


that is, if J-- = —J,-1, while the sequence Jo, [1, Io, ... , and 
consequently also the sequence J_;, I_2, J_3, . . . , is constantly in- 
creasing in absolute value. 

Now we have 


—v+l1 v v 
ee P(t)dt =| Pepa \ P(dt = — 1, 
y-1 pe 


a! 4 


Next, if in (8) we introduce P(é) = (¢ + r)@* +, we find 


3 v+1 
dhe =| (¢ + r)@r + Dat = +r — 1)@ + Yat 
Doo 5 


rtli—pr— 1 
= Fas (fj r) (er + Dt 
ih We as a 


or 


rte — 7 — 1 
3 = ——— P (dt. 9 
a= {Sipe @) 

As P(t) does not vanish in the interval from » to y + 1, we may 
apply the Theorem of Mean Value to this integral and get 


| eigen ate 
4-7 


But for »>r we have 0 <<t—r—1<£-+17, and for 0<v<r we 


(vV<t<v+]). (10) 
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have O<r+1—£<£é+r7, s0 that |J 
desired to prove. 

170. Making use of the properties of Q(x) just proved, we 
may transform (6) by partial integration, and by means of the 
Theorem of Mean Value. We find in this way 


R 


_ [ose a, 0,41,...+7r)dz 


— fl EU; 1, o52 2 +1) |" Q@de 


_ fort? © 
3 aay es 


but we have by partial integration 


{"oqae - 20m |" - ["2eraax 
=— {"2Pq@de, 


so that finally, as eP(7) = xr +2), 


_ 2fer+9 


= EY [2r + 2] 
Gr 2)! dh x dx. (11) 


171. If unity is chosen as the interval of integration, we must, 
in (5), put fz) = F (=). If at the same time we write, for ab- 
breviation, 

Ve-st0, Po Z)+R(-<), a9 
m 
the formula becomes 
{ Padre Viled 3 Vi Eaoe. 
—} if 


(13) 
aed Ora (¢) : 
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where we have put 


[2k] sae ee [2k]. 
CF, (2k) ! (2m) =a v & 


“ 1 or D041 
~ (2k)! (Qm)?* 2. (Qv + IY 


A partial check on the calculation of the coefficients V, is obtained 
by putting P(7) = 1 whence 


(14) 


Vet 22), 1: 
1 


The coefficient of the remainder-term is controlled by putting 
F(z) =a" t?, 

172. The two most important cases of (13) are obtained for 
r=mandr =m -— 1. They are called the closed and the open 
type respectively, because the values of f(x) at the end points of 
the interval are used in the former, but not in the latter case. The 
resulting formulas with 3, 5, 7, 9 and 11 terms may immediately 
be written down by means of the tables given below. 


Quadrature-Formulas of the Closed Type 


Fo Fay Fx. Fxs Pay [Paes 


REMAINDER-TERM 


OF TERMS 
COMMON 
DIVISOR 


NUMBER 


3 4 1 6| —0.03 35F™ (£) 
5 12 32 7 90 —0.0¢ 52F) (£) 
Te 212 271 \ 216 Al 840 —0.09 64F (8) (£) 
9 || 4540} 10496} —928] 5888} 989 28350] =—0.0#259FG% (¢) 
11 ||427368] —260550|272400| — 48525] 106300|16067|598752|  —0.01542F2) (¢) 


Quadrature-Formulas of the Open Type 


3 ‘ 25 

ae Fo Poe Fe, Be. Fes Fe: g . REMAINDER-TERM 
3 —1 2 3} 0.03 31F = (£) 
5 26) —14 11 20 0.0511F (£) 
7 || —2459/ 2196 -—954! 460 945} 0.08 21F%8) (£) 
9 67822|—55070|  33340/—11690] 4045 9072 0.042779) (¢) 
11 ||—494042) 427956]—266298| 123058] —35771|9626|23100| 0.042572) (£) 


ne ne ee ane eee ke ee Oy I ee A ro 
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To these may, as regards the open type, be added the one-term 
formula 


Gy 


o Gey 


(Fe@de _ F(0) + 


The tables need hardly any explanation. The columns headed 
F.., contain the numerator of V, while the denominator, being the 
same for each line, is stated in the column headed ‘Common 
divisor.” 

As an example, the five-term formula of the closed type is,written 
in full, 


3 1 
{ F@)da = 55 12Fo + 327.1 + 7Fas) — 0.0°2F (£) (16) 
= 
and the corresponding formula of the open type 
3 
i} F(x)dx = mF (26F') — 14F'a1 + 11F 22) + 0.051F (&). (17) 


It should be carefully noted that only Fo, being the middle-point 
value in both cases, has the same meaning in the two formulas. 
F.. means the sum of the end-point values in (16), the type being 
closed, but not in (17), the type being open. 

The constants of the remainder-terms have in the tables been 
stated with approximate and slightly too large values, ready for 
the practical applications. For instance 


il 
oR = ee 
0.0335 = 0.00035> 5880" 


The exact values of these constants are, in the case of the closed 
type, 


1 1 1 37 
2880’ 1935360’ 1567641600’ 627836977 15200’ 
26927 


ee 
653837 18400000000000’ 
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the signs being all negative; and in the case of the open type, 


a 4] 989 16067 
23040’ 39191040’ 475634073600’ 5987520000000000’ 
1364651 


562276042568368128000’ 


the signs being all positive. 
The three-term formula of the closed type, or 


4 
if F(a)dx = - (4F') + F.1) — 0.0935F™ (£) (18) 
-4 


has a special name and is called Simpson’s formula. It must be 
compared with the three-term formula of the open type, or 


3 
it F(a)dz = ~ (— Fy + 2F.,) + 0.0°31F (£). (19) 
—=4 


It is rather striking that the latter formula is slightly more accurate 
than Simpson’s formula, although a comparison between the formu- 
las of the closed and the open type is generally to the advantage 
of the former. 

The formulas of the open type are important on account of their 
application to the numerical integration of differential equations. 
But this subject will be dealt with separately in §17. 

173. The formulas of mechanical quadrature are particularly 
adapted to the arithmometer, but are also easy to handle with a 
product-table carried to two or three figures, especially if the num- 
ber of terms in the formula is small. But as the number of terms 
increases, the coefficients become more inconvenient. It is, there- 
fore, sometimes preferable to apply one of the simpler formulas 
several times to minor parts of the given interval, rather than to 
apply a formula of higher order once to the whole interval. This 
method of proceeding, however, can as a rule only be recommended 
when the required values of the function are at hand, or at least 
easy to calculate; as a formula of this nature, generally speaking, 
does not yield as accurate a result as the formula of higher order 
with the same number of terms. 
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As an example, if we apply Simpson’s formula to the two in- 
tervals (—3, 0) and (0, 4), and add the results, we get 


F® (&) 
46080 ° 


{ Fe@ar = 5 OF e+ Far + Fas) ~ (20) 
It is at once seen that this formula, using the same values of F(x) 
as in the five-term formula of the closed type, is as a rule far in- 
ferior to the latter. An exception must be made, if / (£) can 
attain such far greater values than F® (¢) that (20) is, for that 
reason, preferable. 

174. As an example, let us calculate 


(Ge dx 
100000 Log x 
by means of (16). The data are given in the table below. In this 
we have stated the required values of log x to six places and taken 


pe ee 
1 


ay log x fore 
2s aS Se ae | IR ee rE RETR as 
100000 5.000000 0. 2000000 
125000 5.096910 0.1961973 
150000 5.176091 0. 1931960 
175000 5.243038 0.1907291 
200000 5.301030 0. 1886426 


out the reciprocals to seven places. It is preferable to carry out 
the calculation with Brigg’s logarithms, and convert to natural 
logarithms at the end of the calculation. 

We now have, apart from the remainder-term, 


{ 200000 dy 100000 
1 0 


ne = (12X0.1931960+32 <0.3869264-+-7 <0.3886426) 
00000 L0¢ 


= 19356.11, 


whence, on multiplying by log e = 0.43429448, 


200000 
if d&  _ 9406.25. 
100000 Log x 
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As regards the remainder-term, we find (see, for instance, §21, 
formula (35)) 


Ds 1 mes 120 548 1350 2040 1800 720 
Logz 2x°\Log’x ' Log?x ' Logtr “ Log’ ' Log'x © Log] 
Putting x = 100000, we find, as Log 100000 = 11.513, 
1 1.352 


6 


Log a 100000° 
so that, taking the unit interval into account, we obtain 
| R| < 0.0°52 x 1.352 x 100000 < 0.071. 


The remainder-term being negative, the value found for the 
integral is slightly too large. 

175. In deriving the remainder-terms for the quadrature-formu- 
las above, it was of vital importance that the function Q(x) should 
not vanish within the interval of integration. The same method 
is, therefore, not applicable when the number of values of the func- 
tion is even. In this case, we proceed as follows. 


If we put 
P@) =@—PY/@—H.. Je a co (21) 
Pia) =, (22) 
mu t5 


v being one of the numbers 0, -- 1, + 2,... +(r — 1), 7, we find 
by Lagrange’s formula 
P(x) 


f(z) = 4p af 


2Qu— 


a Pes, +h... +7), (23) 


We now put, m being positive and integral, 


m+5 
Us = i _ PAG) de. (24) 


a i (F- a oe 
2 
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If we note that 
P(—2) = Ey, Px) = —P_ys1 (x), 


we may prove, as in No. 168, that U, = U_,41, and thus obtain 


ae (x)dx = 2 us = sel (- a A *) | Fe, (25) 


2r — 1 
2 


R= ™pet(s +4,...4% ee (26) 


—m— 


176. In order to simplify this remainder-term, we integrate 
first from —m —} to m — 3, and then fromm —3tom+4. To 
the latter part of the integral we may apply the Theorem of Mean 


Value, as P(x) does not change its sign here. We thus obtain 


m3 m—-} A or—1 fer (£1) mt 
R - ("Pelz +4,... 5 ) det con ‘5 P(a)dz. (27) 


Now we have, by §3(1), 


2r —1 2r — 1 
(2 - z Vite: eee 5 \ = 


2r — 3 2r —1 2r — 1 
s(x, #4, .-- ae \ s(t 5 1 


and as evidently P(x) = @+T — 1)(2"), we find for the first integral 
in (27) 


m— 2r — 3 2r —1 
i (x + Ua yerog(s, 3, ereeqeke Ma age i: 2 ) iad 
—m—} 


f (4, eh ae *)f "wb — HerPde. 


reer 


If, in both of these integrals, we replace x by x — 3, we see that 
the latter vanishes, while the former may be written 


Sn I-38 2r—-1l 
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But this integral may be treated by the same method which we 
applied in order to derive (11) from (6). We may thus im- 
mediately see, without having actually to perform the calculations 
again, that the above integral may be written 


2f (2r) (€2) 
(2r)! Jo 


so that the remainder-term assumes the form 


“g@lde, 


2f 2” (E2) plea JGOED) Perron 
See 2rd + Or) ae dx. (28) 


The two terms of which this remainder-term is composed, may be 
contracted into one. We first note that 


{ senas ay eee [ate dx; (29) 
0 BREA ik 
for both sides vanish for ¢ = 0, and their differential coefficients are 
#271 and 3 i 6f2r + = {ll respectively. We may, therefore, 
write (28) in the form 
LTO fees ie og pets 
(2r +1)! Im—1 (2r)! Jm- 


but here the coefficients of f@” (£1) and f@” (&) have the same sign, 
so that we may put 


(27) m+} 
2 f (27) m+} 
= ae ¥ (x + r+ 2) QrtDdy 
or 
(2r) 
= Be  aerttiide (0) 


From this formula, we may find the sign of the coefficient of 
f°” (€), as also, from (29), we may find the sign of the coefficient in 
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(11). We may also by means of these formulas find limits between 
which these coefficients are comprised. We leave, however, these 
details to the reader. 

The remainder-term (30) may be put into a form which is more 
convenient for the calculation. We have 


Ae t+4 
{ gl2rt21—-Idz aS (2r + 1) { glrtil—-idy ; (31) 
t 0 
for both sides vanish fort = —4, and their differential coeflicients 
are 
(t -+ {Gera pt fl2r+2]—1 — 5(t “fp 3) (2r+2)-1 
and 


(2r + 1) (t + 3) (2r-+1]—1 


which, according to §2(10), are identical. We may therefore write 
(30) in the form 


(2r) m+ 
2f Or) glarttl —ld yx, 
(Qr)t) Jo 


177. It should be observed that this form of the remainder- 
term is the same as that which would result if the Theorem of 
Mean Value were applicable to (26). This must not, however, be 
taken as a generalization of the Theorem of Mean Value; for we 
have not proved that 


(32) 


or — ) mt+5 
2 


—m— 


Re iG a eeee Pta)de. 


It is, therefore, possible that no 7 exists, satisfying the latter rela- 
tion, although it is certain that a & exists, satisfying (32). 
178. If we choose the interval of integration as unity, we must, 


in (25), put f(@) =F Cee 1 


), If, at the same time, we intro- 


duce the notations 


V,= Ste ga ~7(2=4)+r(-254) (33) 
Camere teeter NOT ta A 2m + 1/’ 
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the formula becomes 


i P@de = 2V,F., +B, (34) 
= nate "Fen (6), an 
putting 
[2r-+-1]—1 Dy) 5 shes 
Oi Seen gy l2rt] idx 
iE r (2m + 1)” D¥ Hoe (36) 


~ (2r)! (2m + 1)?" 29 2” (2 +1) (Qv +! 


179. Here, too, we obtain a closed and an open type, the closed 
one for r = m + 1, the open one forr = m. We find for the first 


Qos 


few values of —O, , commencing with r = 1, 


oa! i 167 173 
12’ 6480’ 37800000’ 426924691200’ 458209960750080’ 


[2r-+1}—1 
and for Oe oe 


119 751 2857 434293 


36’ 90000’ 1016487360’ 1928493100800’ 225892143341061120 


The resulting formulas with 2, 4, 6, 8 and 10 terms may be written 
down by means of the following tables, which have been arranged 
on the same principle as the tables for the case of an odd number 
of terms. A comparison with the latter shows that nothing much 


Quadrature-Formulas of the Closed Type 


S z Zi 

ae Pe; Px. [ee Ps Pas Sis REMAINDER-TERM 

56 Ba 

Lito Sn ee Mee BEESON ee IN OA 

2 1 2 —AF® 
4 3 1 8 —0.03 167 (¢) 
6 50 75 19 288 —0.0° 30F (¢) 
8 2989 BYBy i! Buyir 751 17280 —0.09 4078) (¢) 

10 5778 | 19344 | 1080 | 15741 2857 | 89600 —0.0238F 40 (¢) 


ee) Eee 
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Quadrature-Formulas of the Open Type 


g 
a zo 
ake Hes aes Fees Ps, Ee ge REMAINDER-TERM 
bo aa 
A . 
2 1 2 oP (é) 
4 1 11 24, 0.0322F (£) 
6 562 —453 611 1440] 0.0°74F (g) 
8 || —1711 4967| —2803 1787 4480| 0.08 15F°8) () 
10 |/8891258] —17085616]15673880|—6603199|2752477|7257600| 0.0%20FG0 (z) 


is gained by using a term more if, by so doing, the number of terms 
becomes even. The formulas with an even number of terms should, 
therefore, as a rule only be used, when the table at hand does not 
contain the values required in the formulas with'an odd number of 
terms. 

180. Any number of variants of the quadrature-formulas dealt 
with above may be obtained by adding to the formula Ké”f(0), 
K being a constant, and 6”f(0) being expressed as a linear function 
of the values of f(z) employed in the difference. In that case, the 
remainder-term must be corrected by deducting Ké”"f(0) = Kf™(n). 
While most of these variants are without interest, one or two of 
them have obtained practical importance, either because their 
coefficients are simpler, or because their accuracy is greater, than 
in the case of Cotes’ formula with the same number of terms. The 
latter case may occur, if the constant K is chosen in such a way 
that a term in the formula is caused to vanish. 

As an example, let us consider the seven-term formula of the 
closed type which, if the interval of integration is taken as 6, assumes 
the form 


3 
[f feonde= 55 Ce + Bhar + 2fas + Alfa) — FagGlO, BD 


and let us from this deduct 


9 9 
709 SFO) oe 700 (—20fo ok 15f 11 re 6fz2 + fas), 
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adding, at the same time, 7%yf® (n) to the remainder-term. The 
result is Hardy’s formula 


fs f(c)dx = 2.2fo + 1.62f25 + 0.28f2, + R, (38) 
—3 


R= 17 (n) — 4 ©) (39) 


It is natural to ask whether the remainder-term may not be 
simplified by putting 


PONG) ae Naeery ACG) 


This is, however, not possible. It is, in fact, easy to construct a 
function f(x) of such a nature that f®(x), while continuous in the 
closed interval +3, assumes very large values therein, while f® (x) 
only assumes moderate values. 

It is seen that the term fi; has disappeared in Hardy’s formula, 
and it must therefore be compared with the five-term formula 
(16). If, now, we transform the interval of integration in (88) 
so that it becomes +4, Hardy’s formula may be written 


: 
if F@)de =~ (L1Fo + 0.81P 2p +0.14F ss) +R, (40) 
Ee 


_ FO @) = eF® © 


21772800 au 


In the frequently occurring cases where +;F'® (£) is negligible 
in comparison with F® (ny), we therefore, on the average, gain 
about one decimal in accuracy by using Hardy’s instead of Cotes’ 
formula. On the other hand, the examination of the remainder-term 
is slightly more elaborate in the case of Hardy’s formula. 

181. Another favourite formula is obtained if, in (37), we add 
rtvOf(0). The result is Weddle’s formula 


3 3 
[i forde = 35 e+ Sart Sart hed +R, (12) 


1 
R= — 775 G) + 0.9f® ©). (43) 
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In this case no term vanishes, and the formula must therefore 
be compared with the seven-term formula (37). It is seen that 
Weddle’s formula owes its popularity to the simplicity of the coeffi- 
cients, and that (37) is more accurate when f® (£) is numerically 
smaller than f®(n). 

182. Another type of formulas of mechanical quadrature, where 
the remainder-term assumes a practical form, is obtained by §4 (35). 
In this case it is assumed that both f(x) and f’(x) are known at the 


points a,. 
We put 
Fess 
P(x) = (@— ao) (@—a1) .. . (@—a,), P,(x) = pa (44) 
so that 
P,(a,) = P’'a,), P,’@,) = 2P"G,); (45) 
further 
b 
17 = (PAPE gn 
Pk ) PG) ee 
x ? a 
We = | pay 2 Bea 
and obtain from §4 (35) by integration from a to b 
| fade = 207,40) + WP) +B, (47) 
0 
and for the remainder-term, as P2(x) does not change its sign, 
b 
) i PAG) FEE), e 6 </Ony AOL 
fe (£) (> (48) 
x 2 | 
= \ Pxx)dx. | 


The most accurate formula of this type is obtained, if the num- 
bers a, are determined in such a way that the coefficient of f° + »(&) 
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in the remainder-term becomes a minimum. We must, then, for 
y = 0,1,2,.... m have 


> 
= 2 ze 
eH P?@)de = 0 


or 
[ P.wPede m= 0 pie 0,1 ae a): 


It follows that W,’ = 0, so that (47) is considerably simplified, 
as the terms implying f’(a,) vanish. The values of a, and W, 
resulting fora = 0, 6 = 1, have been calculated by Gauss and are, 
for instance, stated in Markoff’s ‘‘Differenzenrechnung,” p. 70. 
We shall, however, not go into details about this equally interesting 
and accurate method, because its practical applicability is ham- 
pered by the fact that it leads to inconvenient (generally irrational) 
values for a, and W,,. 

The Gaussian formula forms the object of a large amount of 
literature. We refer the reader, both as regards this subject, and 
concerning numerical integration in general, to the article by Runge 
& Willers in “Encyklopidie der Mathematischen Wissenschaften 
If O23, pp. 471 


§17. Numerical Integration of Differential Equations 


183. In order to show how it is possible, in principle, by means 
of numerical methods to approximate to the integral of a given 
differential equation, we commence by considering a differential 
equation of the first order 


dx 
= = S@,t) (a) 


and try to determine the integral which for ¢ = t) assumes the 
value x = Xo. Previously it must, of course, be ascertained that 
this integral exists, which is here taken for granted. 


1 See also a recent paper by E. Lefrancq: De |’Interpolation (Bulletin du 
comité permanent des Congrés Internationaux d’Actuaires, No. 21). 
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It follows from the given conditions that 
t 
L =X + {$0 t) dt; (2) 
to 


in integrating on the right it must be taken into account that x 
is a function of ¢. 

We assume ¢ > ¢) and divide the interval from ty to ¢ into n equal 
parts h, so that ¢ = t + nh. If, for a moment, we assume that 
the value of x is already known for the following values of t 


tbo th, to +2h,...,t+(n— DA, (3) 


the problem is simply to calculate the integral from ft) to tf +nh 
of a function whose values are known for the values (3) of the 
variable, and to indicate limits to the error committed. But this 
problem can be solved by a simple application of the quadrature- 
formulas of the open type, given in §16, having previously trans- 
formed the interval to suit the problem under consideration. 

By these simple considerations the problem is, in principle, solved 
if we know the values of x corresponding to the initial values (3) 
of the argument; but in order to start the calculation at all, we must 
first procure these. In what way this is done, is indifferent; we 
may, for instance, in many cases start the calculation at a point 
where it is possible to develop (w — 2%) in powers of (¢ — t) ina 
rapidly convergent series. 

184. If we have to deal with a differential equation of higher order 
than the first, we may commence by putting it into the form of a 
differential system 
zat = f;(x1, U2, « 2 « Lk t) © = it} 2, Cems k), (4) 
this being—as is well known—always possible by introducing 
auxiliary variables. We content ourselves with considering ‘a 
system of two such equations, as the extension to any number of 
equations does not present any difficulties whatever. 

Let, then, the system of two differential equations be 


x= f(x, Y; t) (5) 
i= gf, Y, t) 
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or, if we consider the integral that for t = t assumes the values 
XL = 2X0, Y = Yo, a system of two integral equations 


t 
ee Ws Fic Y; t)dt, 

to 

1 (6) 
Y—-Y= {o, y, t)dt. 


It is, as before, assumed that the existence of the integral has been 
previously ascertained. 

We now assume that x(t) and y(¢) have already been tabulated 
up to and including ¢; at the start, this may, for instance, have been 
done by expanding (x — 20) and (y — Yo) in powers of (€ — fp). 
If the table interval is h, the next table values of x and y are ob- 
tained by the formulas 


t+h 
x(t-+h) =a + { f(a, y, tdt, 
he (7) 
yti+h) =yo +f g(x, y, t)dt. 


But here we may, evidently, again calculate the integrals on the 
right by some quadrature-formula of the open type. 

185. The problem is, thus, in principle solved. But in apply- 
ing the method to individual cases a good many questions arise 
which are best illustrated by a numerical example. As calculations 
of this nature easily assume tedious proportions, and as quite a 
simple example serves the purpose of illustration equally well, we 
confine ourselves to a case where the reader will find it easy to go 
through all the calculations for himself as an exercise. 

Let the given differential system be 


v=x—yt2-1, : 
y = 22 —y+3t+1, (8) 


and let the problem be to calculate a table of the integral which, 
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for t = 0, assumes the values xz = 1, y = 0. We must then calcu- 
late 2 and y by the equations 
t 
1+ {wat 
0 


t 
\ vat, 
0 


x’ and y’ having the significance (8). We assume that the values of 
x and y corresponding tot = 0.0, 0.1, 0.2, 0.3, 0.4, 0.5 (the framed 
numbers in the table below) have been given as initial values. 


x 


(9) 


y 


, 
re 


~ 
8 
8 
& 
Sy 
& 
< 
© 
~ 
< 
3 


1.000000 0.000000 | —1.00 0.000000 3.000000 0.00 
0.994837 —0.104830 | —1.09 0.299667 2.990007 | —0.20 
0.978736 —0.218603 | —1.18 0.597339 2.960133 | —0.40 
0.950856 —0.340184 | —1.25 0.891040 2.910672 | —0.59 
0.910479 —0. 468358 | —1.31 1.178837 2.842121 | —0.78 
0.857007 —0.601844 | —1.36 1.458851 2.755163 | —0.96 
0.789978 {| —0.739306 | —1.39 1.729284 | 2.650672 | —1.13 
0.709060 | —0.879376 | —1.41 1.988436 | 2.529684 | —1.29: 
0.614062 | —1.020649 | —1.41 2.234711 | 2.393413 | —1.43 
0.504987 | —1.161718 | —1.40 2.466655 | 2.243219 | —1.57 
0.381772 —1.38 2.682941 —1.68 


SCOONDOOARWNH OO 


We may now, by (8), calculate the values of x’ and y’ correspond- 
ing to these arguments, and insert them in their places in the table. 

The next question is the choice of quadrature-formula. In order 
to select the most suitable one, we want to know a few of the first 
derivatives of 2 and y. These may, even in the case of compli- 
cated forms of f and yg, be obtained by successive differentiations 
of (5), eliminating after each differentiation, by means of (5), the 
x’ and y’ introduced by the differentiation. In the particular case 
(8) under consideration we find 


sO =—7—t, 
(10) 
Ua 


whence it follows that the five-term formula of the open type is 
sufficiently accurate for our purpose. As the interval for ¢ is 0.1, 
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we must first transform §16(17) so that the interval of integration 
becomes 0.6. We need only multiply the remainder-term by (0.6)’, 
and the principal terms by 0.6, after which the formula may be 
written 


t + 0.6 ; 
F(x)dx = 0.78 Fo + 0.33 F 2, —0.42F.,+0.0731F (£). (11) 
t 


It is seen, that as long as the numerical values of x and y 
do not exceed 16, the error due to the quadrature-formula (leaving 
the forcing-errors aside) cannot exceed one half unit of the sixth 
decimal A similar examination of the three-term formula shows, 
on the other hand, that this formula does not secure the accuracy 
of the sixth decimal, unless the interval is diminished. 

We now proceed as follows. By means of the values of x’ and 
y’ already calculated we compute, by (11), 


0.6 
x(0.6) = 1+ \ 20s, 
0 


0.6 
y(0.6) = if a di, 
0 


whereafter x’(0.6) and y’(0.6) are calculated by (8). 
Next, we calculate, in the same way, 


0.7 
x(0.7) = x(0.1) + \ xX Ot, 
0.1 


0.7 
y(0.7) = y(0.1) + {va 


whereafter 2’(0.7) and y’(0.7) are obtained by (8). In this way 
we may continue; we recommend to the reader to re-calculate a few 
of the values shown in the table, whereafter he will be perfectly 
familiar with the method. 

The columns headed x“ and y have been added in order to 
control the remainder-term during the progress of the calculation. 
For this purpose it suffices to calculate these functions which are 
obtained by (10), to two places. 

186. We must here mention the difficulty arising from the fact 
that the remainder-term depends on an argument £ which may be 
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any number between the limits of integration and, therefore, need 
not be one of the values for which x and y are known. It is true 
that we may regard the known values of x and y® as random 
samples of the sixth differential coefficient; but we may also easily 
attain absolute certainty. 

Let us assume that the functions f and ¢, as is nearly always the 
case in practice, are bounded in the neighbourhood of (20, Yo, to). Or, 
to put it more precisely: f and » must be of such a nature that if 
x, y and t were three independent variables, varying within a small 
region defined by the inequalities |x _ ro| <k, ly _ Yo| =e | — to| 

<h, we have constantly |f| <M and |¢| <M where M is a constant, 
depending generally on Xo, Yo, to, k and h. 

If z, y and ¢ are not mutually independent but connected by the 
equations (6), the above inequalities still hold. Now it follows from 
(6) that it suffices to choose |t — to| sufficiently small in order to 
ensure that |x — xo|<k,|y — yo| <k. If also |t — t| <h, we have 
lf| <M, || < M, so that by (6) 


|z — 20] <|t — to| M, is 
ly — yo] <|t — to] M. 


If, now, we let | — to| increase but without exceeding h, it follows 
k : 
from (12) that, as long as only |i — to = w We have still |x — 2o| 


<k,|y — yo| Sk. 

We have thus proved the following theorem: 

If the variation of t does not exceed the smaller of the numbers h 
and - the variations of x and y cannot exceed k. 

This theorem can evidently be extended to any number of equa- 
tions. 

It is easily applied to the case under consideration. We have 
here 
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consequently, if we give z, y and ¢ the increments Az, Ay, and Af, 


If|s|2’| + | Av] +] Ay| + 2] Ad], 
ly|<|y’| + 2| Az] + | Ay| +3] Ad]. 


We have therefore at any point of the section of the table calcu- 
lated above 


M< 3+ 3k + 3h. 

Now the variation of ¢ in the table interval ish = 0.1. If we take 
k = 0.5 we have M < 4.8, consequently h < x. It follows that 
x and y cannot vary by more than 0.5, if the variation of ¢ does not 
exceed 0.1. But from this we may, by means of (10), conclude 
that x and y® cannot vary by more than 0.6 within the table 
interval, so that we have been justified in neglecting the remainder- 
term. 

An examination of this kind should, of course, not be made at 
each step of the calculation but, as we have done, for a suitable 
section of the completed table at the time. 

187. A check on the calculation may, for instance, be obtained 
by the five-term formula of the closed type which, after trans- 
forming the interval, may be written 


TY de 2a o t+ 6421+ 14F ae 


(6) 
, PG) de re 0.0986 F™ (£). (13) 


If this check is applied step by step, we also guard against losing 
in accuracy, a point of considerable importance in calculations of 
this nature where the work is much increased by carrying super- 
fluous decimals. Suppose, to take an extreme case, that F'_», 
F_,, Fo and F have 6 correct decimals, but F: only 5. In this case, 
the error in x and y calculated by (13), inasmuch as it is due to 
F., is smaller than 0.055 xX #45 < 0.0516, so that we obtain the 
correct values of x and y, by which F, can be corrected. 

188. In the course of a lengthy calculation it often happens 
that an interval which was suitable at the beginning of the calcula- 
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tion, later on proves either too large, or smaller than necessary. 
In such cases we may either choose a more suitable quadrature- 
formula or, as is often preferable, change the interval. Transition 
to a larger interval does not present any difficulties, but in reducing 
the interval it becomes necessary first to procure the necessary initial 
values, e.g. by interpolation in the section of the table already 
calculated. 

189. In the numerical example we chose for illustration, the 
calculation of f and 9 for given values of x, y and ¢ was a very small 
matter; but in the cases where numerical integration is of real 
practical use, this is the heaviest part of the work and, unfortunately, 
little can be done in order to facilitate this part of the calculation. 
Also the remainder-term can cause difficulties, if f and ¢ are not 
very simple; but we may often profit by the fact that we need not 
possess the exact expression of /'@ (£) but only a suitable upper 
limit to this function. What liberties may be taken in this respect 
depends, however, on the particular nature of f and ¢, and it is hardly 
possible to give general instructions on this point. 

190. We need not point out that the differential system (8), 
used above as an illustration, is easily completely integrated, and 
that the special integral we have traced by numerical integration is 


xv 


y 


cost + sint —t, 


2sint+t. 


hap 


On comparing the values calculated above with the values result- 
ing from (14), it is seen that the error nowhere exceeds one unit 
of the sixth decimal, as might be expected. 

191. Another method of numerical integration of differential 
equations may, as mentioned in No. 131, be derived from the 
Gaussian summation-formulas. The values of /(#) occurring in 
the corrective terms at the upper limit must, in that case, be ob- 
tained by extrapolation. We shall not go into details. 


1See a recent paper by E. J. Nystrém: Uber die numerische Integration 
von Differentialgleichungen, Acta Societatis Scientiarum Fennice, Helsing- 
fors, 1925. 
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§18. The Calculus of Symbols 


192. We have already shown in §2 that certain symbols, denoting 
operations, may to some extent be treated as if they were numbers. 
More generally, let @ denote an operation which possesses the dis- 
tributive, commutative, and associative properties. Symbols, possess- 
ing all these three properties, we shall call omega-symbols. It is 
then seen, as in §2, that it is allowable to form polynomials in 2 
and combine such polynomials with each other, as long as we con- 
fine ourselves to the processes of addition, subtraction and multi- 
plication. In this section we shall, without losing sight of mathe- 
matical rigour, extend these rules by introducing dision with 
an omega-symbol, and by showing that these symbols may some- 
times, although with essential reservations, be es in in- 
jinite series. 

193. Division by Q, or multiplication by Q-1, is an operation of 
such a nature that, on multiplying the result by 2, we obtain the 
original function, that is 


20-1! = 1. (1) 


The symbol Q-! 7s not always an omega-symbol; for, although it 
evidently possesses the distributive property, it is not always com- 
mutative. Let us, in fact, assume that we have found a function 
g(x), such that Qo(~) = f(x), f(x) being a given function. Then, 
according to the definition of division, 


Q-f@) = of) + Y@), (2) 

v(x) denoting any function for which QY(x7) = 0, or (v7) = 2-0. 
If now, in (2), we insert f(x) = Qv(x), we get 
Q* Q(x) = oe) + ¥@), 


so that only in the case of ¥(x) = 0 do we have Q-! 2 = 1 and, con- 
sequently, O22 = 20-1, 
We have, for instance, 


A-Y¥(@) = (x) + Ya), 


g(x) being a function such that Av(x) = f(x), while ¥(x) need only 
satisfy the condition Ay(x) = 0 and, therefore, may be any pert- 
odic function with the period 1. 
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It is seen that A is, in reality, a summation-symbol, and that 
¥(xz) vanishes in the case of summation between definite limits. 
This function is, therefore, an analogue of the arbitrary constant 
implied in an indefinite integral. In the frequent cases where the 
result of the summation is only of interest to us for integral values 
of the argument, we may replace (x) by a constant; and for this 
reason that function is often termed somewhat illogically a periodic 
constant. 

Similar remarks may be made with respect to the symbols V7 
and 6—}; as regards D-1, it is immediately seen that this symbol is 
identical with a sign of integration. 

194. We shall now consider the special omega-symbol Q = 
E* —c,aandc being constants. Ifc = 0, O-! = H-* is an omega- 
symbol, as follows from the remarks in No. 6; it is also seen 
directly that if H*y(x) = 0, we must have y(z) = 0. But if c+0, 
it becomes necessary to examine whether the equation 


(E* — c) ¥(@) = 0 (3) 


has a solution that differs from zero. 
If, in this equation, we put 


Va) = c F(x), 


we get 
(EB? —c)c# F(z) =e [Fa +a) —F(@)] =0, 


and this equation is satisfied, if for F(x) we take a periodic func- 
tion with the period a, and not otherwise. The solution of (3) 
can therefore be written 


V(x) = ct ¥,(2), (4) 


¥,(2) being a periodic function with the period a, but otherwise 
arbitrary. 
The symbol (Z* — c)- is consequently, for c+0, never an omega- 
symbol, but in applying it, we introduce a function of the form (4). 
195. If, more generally, we consider the omega-symbol 2 = 
(E* — c)", where c+0, while n is a positive integer, we must exam- 
ine the equation 


(E* — c)" ¥(x) = 0. (5) 
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If we put y(v) = on F(x), it may be shown by induction that 


(E* — cree F(x) = cA” F(a) = 0, (6) 
so that we have, for the determination of F(x), the equation 
A" F(@) =0. 


i Pe ee? 4 
But from this we obtain by successive multiplications by A, = 
(HE? — 1)-, denoting by ci, Cc, C3, ... periodic constants with 
the period a, and putting for the moment «& = z2(@ — a)... 


(x — va +a), 


Bees Peet ae ae irs) 
F(z) Cee aE +... thn, 

so that F(x) is a polynomial of degree (n — 1) in x with coeffi- 
cients which are arbitrary periodic constants with the period a. 

196. By the same simple method we may examine omega-sym- 
bols consisting of a finite number of factors of the form (#7 —c)®, 
and are thus enabled to deal with certain simple dzfference- 
equations,! that is, equations containing an unknown function and 
its differences up to a certain order, or—what comes to the same 
thing—a number of unknown values of a function, corresponding 
to the equidistant arguments 2, « + h, « + 2h,...2 + mh. 
We content ourselves with illustrating the method by means of a 
few simple examples.? 

Let the given equation be 


S(@ + 2) — 4f@ + 1) + 4f@) = 3% 
or—which comes to the same— 
F(z) — 2Af@) + A%@) = 3%a; 
an equation which may be written 
(Hi — 2)*f(@) = 3%. (7) 


1 The subject as a whole falls outside the scope of this book. We refer 
the reader to N. E. Nérlund: Differenzenrechnung, Berlin 1924, being the 
most modern exposition of the subject. 

2G. Boole: The Calculus of Finite Differences, third ed., chapter XI. 


§18 THE CALCULUS OF SYMBOLS 181 


It is easy to see that this equation has a particular solution of the 
form 


file) = 37?(kix + ke); 


for, inserting this expression in (7), we may determine the con- 
stants and find k; = 1, kk = —6. If, therefore, we put 


f(z) = 3° @ — 6) + ¥(@), 
we get 
(E — 2)¥@) =0, ¥@) = & — 2)°0 = 2°(¢, + cn), 


and consequently, c; and c being periodic constants with the 
period 1, 


f(z) = 3°@ — 6) + 27(e1 + con). (8) 
197. In a similar way we may solve the difference-equation 


A*f(a) — 8Af(@) + 2f@) = a 


or 
(E — 8) (E — 2)f(a) = a. (9) 
In this case, there is generally a particular solution of the form 
: ‘ 1 ; 
fi(z) = kat, as we find, by insertion, k = Gate Ss) Soy ay provided 


only that a is different from 2 and 3. 
For the determination of ¥(7) we have now 


(£ — 3) & — 2)y(a) = 0, 
whence 
(EZ — 2)¥(@) = (H — 3)70 


or 
(EH — 2)¥(x) = 371. 


But this equation has the particular solution ¥(x) = 3°c:, so that 
its complete solution is 


W(x) = 37c, + (EH — 2)10 
= 3'c; + 2°. 
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Therefore the complete solution of (9) is 


flv) = es yt 3a t+ Bee, (10) 


(a — 2) @—- 


provided that a is different from 2 and 3. 

If a = 3, there is a particular solution of the form fi(z) = 
kx.3". We find k = and ; 

fe) = Fe + 3% + 2a. 

If a = 2, we find f.@z) = ka. 2’, k =—4 and 

f(x) = —2?— 4 + 37%e, + 27e. 

198. In solving difference-equations by the calculus of symbols, 
we are often confronted by imaginary expressions which, however, 
are no cause of real difficulties, as our symbols evidently combine 
with complex numbers according ‘to the same rules as with real 


numbers. 
Thus, from the difference-equation 


fi@+2)+f(z) =0 
or 
(E + 1%) (E — af) =0 
we obtain, proceeding in the usual way, the solution 
fv) = #1 + (—1)*e2 


Ce 


ed 
= C62 + Ce 2 
x . wx 
=acos > +bsin—, 
a and b being, like c, and c, periodic constants with the period 1. 


Treating the same example by the method of No. 195, we write 
the equation 


(#2 + 1)f(z) = 0 
and find 


Sa) = K(-1)2 = (A + 7B) (cos! +isin™), 
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but as the real and imaginary parts of f(z) must separately satisfy 
the difference-equation, we evidently have the same solution as 
before. 


199. We are now in a position to solve the linear homogeneous 
difference-equation with constant coefficients, or 


Aof(z) taf@+t1)+...+af(e+x) =0, 


an equation which has many applications for instance in the theory 
of probabilities. 
We write the equation in symbolical form 


(ao + a H ate eats ay 0 + 4, f(x) = 0. 


Resolving the polynomial into factors and dividing by a,, we 
obtain the form 


(EH — ay)" (H — a)... (H — a,)"#f (x) = Q, 


the numbers a, being all different, and the exponents n, being posi- 
tive integers with the sum x. 
We find now, multiplying by (7 — ai), 


on ae.e, si op (h) = on l(b), 
F,,,-1(2) being a polynomial of degree n,;—1 with coefficients that 
are periodic constants with the period 1. 
From this we obtain, multiplying by (H — a,)™™, 
ar a) eee) — a) ef Cr) = o* ©, (2) cat), 
n,_1(%) being a polynomial of the same degree as F,,_,(@). We 


realize this by noticing that if we put (apart from the arbitrary 
function) 


(BE — a2) a1F,,1(4) = a:* B(2), 
we have, for the determination of the coefficients in ®(z), as is seen 
on multiplying by (H — az), 

F,,-1(@) = o1 O(@ + 1) — 2 B(), 
so that the coefficient of x! cannot vanish, aS a1= a2 The 


degree of the polynomial is, therefore, not changed, if we repeat the 
operation (# — a:)~! any number of times, say, 7 times. 
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If we continue in the same way, we obtain finally the complete 
solution of the linear homogeneous difference-equation with con- 
stant coefficients, in the form 


f(a) = Z a5 Fry1(2)- 


200. We now turn our attention to a particular class of omega- 
symbols which will be called theta-symbols. A theta-symbol, 0, 
must, like all other omega-symbols, possess the distributive, com- 
mutative and associative properties; but besides these, it must have 
one characteristic property: if P(x) is a polynomial, @P(x) must 
be a polynomial of lower degree, while Oc = 0, if cis a constant. The 
symbols A, V, 5, D and the positive integral powers of these sym- 
bols are, therefore, examples of theta-symbols, while # and 0 are 
only omega-symbols, but not theta-symbols. 

Now, if the object of the operations is a polynomial of degree 
n in x, we evidently obtain the same result whether, on this poly- 
nomial, we perform an operation which is a polynomial of degree 
nm in ©, or perform the operation when to the polynomial in © we 
have added terms of higher degree than the n“, as these cannot 
influence the result. We may, therefore, form infinite power-series 
in ©, according to the same rules as if © were a sufficiently small 
number, and perform calculations with such series in the ordinary 
way, provided only that the operations defined thereby are only 
applied to polynomials in x. 

While, for instance, Log (1 + A) has not in itself any meaning, 
the expression 


has a well defined meaning, if applied to a polynomial, in which 
case only a finite number of terms of the expansion are used; and 
nothing prevents us from putting 

PANG Be 7A PNG. 


Log (1 = ho 
og (+ A)= A See Ta neha 


1J. L. W. V. Jensen: Sur une identité d’Abel et sur d’autres formules 
analogues. Acta Mathematica, vol. 26, p. 314. 
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provided the operation Log (1 + A), thus defined, is only applied 
to polynomials. 


6 


e 
Lt == "6 
this expression in powers of 6; but this series being infinite, we only 
allow its application to polynomials in xz. Under these circumstances 


Similarly, by we mean the series obtained by expanding 


ae : 1 
it is evidently the product of the operations e° and ear if, by 


these, we understand the operations 


6 6? 63 
ido atch ans 
and 
1+6+6+6+..., 


and only apply them to polynomials. 

On the other hand, we cannot attach any meaning whatever to 
a symbol such as, for instance, Log A, as it is not possible to ex- 
pand this expression, even formally, in powers of A or any other 
theta-symbol. In our calculations with symbols we must, there- 
fore, carefully avoid using expressions which cannot be expanded in 
powers of some theta-symbol. 

201. We call the attention of the reader, once and for all, to 
the fact that, wherever we introduce infinite power-series in theta- 
symbols, either directly, or indirectly through functional expres- 
sions, the tacit assumption is that the object of these operations is a 
polynomial. It is true that the field of application of this calculus 
thus becomes very restricted; nevertheless, it is of considerable 
use, because the form of an interpolation- or summation-formula, 
that is, its terms with the exception of the remainder-term, do not 
depend on whether the function is a polynomial or not. The cal- 
culus of symbols is therefore, as we shall presently see, an easy and 
reliable instrument, always at hand, for reproducing a great num- 
ber of the results we have derived by other methods. 

The calculus of symbols has also a stimulating effect on the 
science of finite differences, as very often a theorem has first, by 
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symbolical methods, been proved for polynomials, and afterwards 
been extended to more general classes of functions.1 

202. A being a theta-symbol, it is immediately seen that the 
displacement-symbol E* may be developed in powers of A, as 


HE’ = (1+ Ay= 3(°)a" (11) 


If P(x) is a polynomial of degree n, this relation only expresses that 


Oh) 
vy! 


P@ +a) =2*— A’ PCa), 
0 


as was already proved in No. 14. 

Now Log (1 + A), as is seen on expanding in powers of A, is 
also a theta-symbol, and we therefore find, by expanding H* in 
powers of Log (1 + A), 


© q’ 
iE = e? Log(1+A) = =— Log’(1 + AN): 
0 Vi 


But this relation is nothing but the expansion of P(a + a) in powers 
of a, or 


Pi+a) = >” Dr Pa), 
ov! 


whence follows that 
D = Log(1 + A) = Log#, (12) 


so that we obtain Taylor’s formula in the form 


Et =e? =s Up. (13) 


ov! 


1 The calculus of symbols has been extended to other classes of functions 
than polynomials by S. Pincherle: Le operazioni distributive, Bologna, 1901; 
Funktionaloperationen und -gleichungen (Encykl. der math. Wissenschaften, 
LAS 1), 
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The interpolation-formula with ascending differences is, of course, 
obtained by expanding H* in powers of V7; we find 


©o qi” 
BY = (1— v)* =3"—v", (14) 
Olea. 
From (12) results immediately 

D = Log(t + A) =3(-18&, (15) 

1 

we have also 
wot 7) (16) 
hk A 


203. The formulas with central differences are not quite so 
obvious. We find from §2 (13) 


8 \/ 5? 
pare o 
Brey ly 


cae OVOE 
ities (i) , 


the sign of the square-root has been determined by applying the 
operation H? to a constant. 
But from (17) follows 


ava 6 \/ y 
wen (S4 y+)", (18) 


and expansion of the right-hand side in powers of 6 must result in 
the interpolation-formula with central differences. 

If we want the general term of this expansion, we can do no 
better than refer back to No. 14, where it was proved simply enough 
that 


(17) 


n q?! 
Pwe+a)= z— 8 P(@) 
oO Ft 
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or in symbolical form 


o 7 

a 
Ee =z 
0 


9, (19) 


v! 


being, therefore, the expansion of (18). 
From (12) and (18) we find fora = 1 


5 8? : Ne 
D = 20g (5 + 142) = (+2) ihe (20) 


Expanding the integrand, and integrating from 0 to 6, we get 


WESC ie 


2?"(Qv 4-1)! (21) 


Dezea: 
0 


204. The symbol O-' can evidently be expanded in powers of 6 


s\-?_ = (3) ay dD 
1 = — = _ = 
a (: a =) i v 2 dé’ ee 


and it is seen that O—!, as well as CO itself, is an omega-symbol. 
If now we put 


bi, = EH — FE, 20. = H° + E-* (23) 
we have evidently 
E® = Da + $60, (24) 
and find from (23), by (19), 


© [22] 


=~ 2p ~ 
Oe = ha (y! ae (25) 
Observing that (22) may be written 
d Log E 
ee red 
AS gi 
whence 
dE 
BE Ba) 
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we obtain from (23) 


so that, on differentiating (25) with respect to 6, we find 


If finally we add together this formula and (25), we get 


Et = 


ADs 


ds 


- 
2 


dv = 


oo 


| q|?! 
Se 
»=0 L(2v)! 


dE 
= 460, ft — = 3 AS%q is, 


dé 


@o 


qgitt2l-1 


See 
rao (2h + 1)! 


6°” ae 


or Stirling’s interpolation-formula. 
If, from this, we form 


we find 


Bessel’s formula may be derived in much the same way. 


have, by (19), 


eat 
0 


i 


2 


E* — 


lim 
a—0 


— 6% = >2, 


»=0 (2v + 1)! 


a 


(2v 


a! 


el §27t1, 


[2»+2]—1 
a” o cal 


(+1)! 


a1 5) 


(v!)? caret, 


aaa yy 


2v+1) 
g2rtl 


whence, by differentiation with respect to 4, 


Cea 


© qiett-1 


= >) ——— 
v=0 (2v)! 


and finally, by adding (29) and (80), 


a 


roa) 
= »d 
v=0 


| 


qitvti-1 


(2v)! 


Oo 82” 


Oo 6?” 


[2x1] 
# (2v + 1)! 


pert | 


189 


(26) 


(27) 


(28) 


We 


(29) 


(30) 


(31) 
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Everett’s first formula is obtained if, in the identity 


bez 6o(1—2) 
Ht = E 
206 a DABS 


we introduce the expressions for 6,, and 6e1—z) from (26). 
In order to derive Everett’s second formula, we may, in the 
identity 


oe O 7! — Ora-» — U 


ae A es E} 
o6 6 ; 


Ett = H+ 
introduce Dez and Oaai—z), by (80). 
205. As regards the summation problems, we have already said 
that, in summing between definite limits, the periodic constant 
vanishes. We may, for instance, put 


Ek" —1 
E-1’ 


je as eer Jie (32) 


provided the right-hand side is interpreted as (E* — 1)A-—; for 
both sides, if developed in powers of A, lead to the same series. 
The reason for this is that the ambiguity attached to the symbol 
A is removed by the factor (#”— 1), cancelling the periodic 
constant. In symbolical formulas where A~ enters, it is customary 
to leave out the factor (Z” — 1) which must be mentally added, 
and we shall follow this convenient practice. 

If, therefore, we want to derive, say, Laplace’s summation formula, 
the problem is simply to expand D™ in powers of A, the result 
being 


1 


eee 
~ Log (1 + A) 


= A1+3L,A7% (33) 
i 


206. In order to obtain the first Gaussian summation-formula, 
we must expand D™ in powers of 4, that is 


Di = = pt 3 i,8"™. (34) 


2 Log(2 tay = 
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The factor left out on both sides is, in this case (Z"-} — E7}); 
if this factor is added, the first term on the right means the sum 
from 0 tom — 1, as H7*5= A-, 

In order to obtain the coefficients Ky,, we multiply by D on both 
sides of (34), and find, by (21), 

13)? 3.0)? 

1S", 80%, ) 
5! 24 ues 

If, now, we examine the coefficient of 5” on both sides, we find the 
recurrence formula 


1= (61+ K+ K.8+.. (3 -sm8 + 


12 (1.8)? 
Ky, = 31 ge Mee — “Brae Bese et 
(35) 
Es (-y 3 ide emer bet [1.3...(Q7—1)]? 


(2v—1)!2””-? (yh) oe: 


leading, of course, to the same values as the method employed 
in No. 122. 
207. The second Gaussian formula is obtained, if (34) is multi- 


plied by 
62 
1 = o(1 + ey" ; 
whence 


-S 1 =Os4+ 5M,,08. (36) 
ee Gee (e 4/14 ey a 


The factor left out is (Z” — 1). For the coefficients a recurrence 
formula may be found. For if we write (36) in the form 


142)" = (54 4 5M,,0+)-2 Log (* \/ a 
apie cr cee 4 06 a7 Bae 


and examine the coefficient of 6” on both sides, expanding the right- 
hand side by (20) and (21), we get 


12 (1.3)? 
3192 en A 
seers) | [deere 27) 
(2y pre =a Mat(— 1)" (2y “Di (ap) 


M;, = Mo,-4 aR 


(37) 


Sart) 
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The values found by this formula are identical with those calcu- 


lated in No. 124. 
208. The first Eulerian summation-formula is simply the ex- 


pansion of A~! in powers of D, or 


1 3P 
-1 — fy 38 
= Paes * v! Be) 
while the second Eulerian formula is the expansion of 5—' in powers 


of D, or 


HAN § da (39) 


209. We put together, for reference, the first few terms of these 
summation-formulas, as they are used in practice. 


863 


Le A“+5- pata a = id +7594! — 604804" Tt: - 
pages 17 367, 
24° — 5760° + 967680 
D>=64 — ee ae — De +. (40) 
Di=A74+5- =D + = Di — te Se 
30240 

Do=5 at's =D — ech 

Fa 967680 


210. Lubbock’s formula may also be obtained by the calculus 
of symbols. In this case the problem is to develop A-! in powers 
of JES; i Ei —1. As 


1 
= (1 Ay)? =11, 


we find 
1 p—1 
LO eee +24 Ae (41) 
(1+ A,)*—1 


the factor left out on both sides being (H** — 1), 
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211. In order to derive the second formula of Lubbock’s type, 
we must expand 6-1 in powers of 


h 


On = jz — E-s. 


We obtain from this relation 


p =(33 Viet) (42) 
= 9 h 4 h ? 
so that 
if 1 a Al i 3 
p-(2y4 Yi+das)*—(G4 Vitter) © 42) 


Now (18) and (19) show that the following expansion exists 


G +48) -25G) = oe 


we therefore find, from (43), 


ie 2 1\7t8 5,41 
<2 aaepin) § a 
and in a similar way 
2 1 1 \ [221 Qp 46 
Spay & bn 26) 
The required expansion has the form 
Pee raya Sl Perrone Er MEY org tea ae (47) 


If we multiply both sides by 5 and make use of (45), we find 


1 2 1 \@3) o» 1 (5) , ie 
1=| ja+5i(an) 5 +5i(a) Spee | (av + Paint Pa +...) 


whence, on comparing powers of 6, on both sides, the recurrence 


formula he or 
ieyst (=) aaa aN ies ) i 
DS re Gs Tet \oh T 


P; eee, h ( 1 eek 
+ pila) © raat oh mane, 


(48) 
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The coefficients P,, calculated by this formula are, of course, 
identical with those calculated in No. 158 by another method. 
It appears from (48) that these coefficients have the form of 


1 
Feo multiplied by a polynomial in h?. 


The factor left out in (47) is (H™-? — H+); if this is taken into 
account, the formula is seen to be identical with §15(11). 

212. The third formula of Lubbock’s type is obtained by de- 
veloping 1 6-' in terms of 0,6, . For it is, to begin with, 
clear that §15(15) may be written in the symbolical form 


= ii = A z y—1 
At =hAx : + ae ee Ox Cats , 
y=1 


the factor left out being (H’* — 1); but this formula is identical with 


2v— 


AA+ b= MAN +4) + 2 O00" 


and therefore with 
Eloi holy op - Oute ae (49) 
® v=1 
In order, now, to determine the coefficients in (49) by the calculus 
of symbols, we note that 


h 
and, as is seen on differentiating 6, = H2 — E 2 with respect to 6,, 


dH 1 a4 
di, = zu Eis, 
so that 
dé didH 1 =3) 


But from this follows 


dé 
O = hogs 
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and consequently, by (45), 


© 4. f1\e+i1, 
Oo = Se (27) ! ea On . (50) 


If we insert this expression in (49), divide by Oy, and multiply 
both sides by 6, taking account of (45), we find 


o 4 1 \2+11-1 5 
Pay Ga oh 


1 2/7 1\2! 2/1\) ZA 3 
= leet si(ar) tea) o,+. . | +Q25,+Q.5; +. . At 


whence the recurrence formula 


_ Qs,» ( 1 1 Qo,—4 ( 1 Ve 
Qe = "3 Seed BRI)? eae 


Qo ( i ye Qvh ( a ce 
yl 2h ~ (Qv + 1)1\ 2h ) 


leading to the same values as found in No. 159. It is seen that Q2, 


h?-1 
like P,, has the form of —,-, multiplied by a polynomial in h?. 


h 
213. The first and second formula of Woolhouse’s type are ob- 
tained by expanding 


(51) 


at Sapo 
and 
61 — ha, 
respectively in powers of D. We may do it simultaneously by 
expanding 


Do, 5! — hO ean We 


1 : 
and putting thereafter a = mie 0, respectively. 


Now we have 


eataD as ei-OD hf eli tah ae ei-ahD 


—1 a = 1 hi oa De Ne ear OE I Ere en 
Ded — hO ands 3 Dey 9 g@P 1 ; 
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where the right-hand side may be developed by §13 (32), so that 


my © ie = 
CPt hOaads =—5 1B (4-+a)-+B,—a)] D’. (62) 


p=] 


a» We get 


If, in this, we puta = 
oh —1 


y= 


Clot = ines as (53) 


the factor left out being (H* — 1);forh = n the formula is seen to 
be identical with §15 (17). 
lf, on the other hand, we put a = 0, we find 


h’ — 


ot = isp (54) 
y=2 


the factor left out being (Z’"-? — E7}). This formula is, for 
h = n, identical with §15 (21). 

214. The operations we have dealt with may, of course, be 
repeated, and if we form the m* power of the left- and right-hand 
sides of the preceeding formulas, we obtain the corresponding 
developments. 

The general expansions of D” in differences, and of A” in differen- 
tial coefficients, are however better obtained as follows: 

We have 


a” = 5 oD Qo”, 
m=0om! 


where, in order to avoid a variable upper limit of summation, we 
have summed to infinity, this being permissible, as D”0 vanishes 
for m>p. 

If we insert this expression in (11), we get 


A enn) B i wa 
= — 
v=0 vt oe OT ipn8 Vv ! 


x2; 
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and hence, on comparing the coefficients of the same powers of a 
in this expression and (13), 


DS (55) 
or §7(17). 
If, in the same way, we put 
a= 5 “ pmor 
mmol! ‘ 
we obtain from (19) 
wd Saar 6 Had 


E*= > — > —D"0"! = 5 — 2 
»=0V! m=o0m! meri sad PA 


and on comparing with (13) 


Se 
D™ = > —— 8, (56) 
y=m vt 
containing both §7(23) and §7 (30). 
We now put, in (30), 


«o a’s 
gerHi-1 — y 2 _ ppltti-1 
3=0 (2s) ! 
and thus obtain 
= - Eras a 2927111 _ _ a’ SED E ee os 
»=0 (27)! e=0 (28) ! s=0(28)!,=0 (2)! 


and, on comparison with 


Dea 


© 2s 
a 23 

= 2 

Cea a0 (2s) ! , 


Dp s D*o@+N-1 ae Z D*to@e+t 
heey! ~ 42, (2)! (28 + 1) 


oe” (57) 


or §7(27). 
If, next, we put in (26) 


foe) gq?! 
qitet2]-1 ==, 33 DES ena 
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1 © Oo pert fo) q2s-} 


—6 = 
OF oy (Qe ed te ose at 
2s—1 © D*s-1922+21-1 


D*-!92t2I-1 


a a 


ee ie eee cert 
Os eas 


and, on comparing with 


1 o qs} F 1 
One es ee 
i ra ae hi ; 


- s—1p[2e+2]—1 
puget (2eeea)! 


or 
© D*s—191- —1 © D*0! 
pD*-! — ) oe te ae = > = ee eee 
pus (oe— 1)t y=s (2y—1)!28 
being identical with §7 (26). 
215. The differences, expressed in terms of differential coeffi- 
cients, are obtained in a similar way. We content ourselves with 


a single example. 
If, in (18), we put 


167s aS 


fos} (m) 
a 
Q” = > tae 
m=0 
we obtain 
ro) Db © qi™ © qa) © AM6" 
H°=>— > ikea ee 

v=o)! maom! m= om!, v! 


and, on comparison with (11), 


© ree 
13 DD = Dp: (59) 


or §7(46). 

216. If a summation-symbol as, for instance, A-!, is repeated, 
the indetermination is increased, as A-™ need only be of such a 
nature that A™ A~™ = 1 (compare the remarks in No. 195). 
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This indetermination vanishes, however, if we agree that the sum- 
mation shall, at each repeated summation, begin with the same 


argument a. With this convention, A-! has the same meaning 
a—1 


as > = Din §11. 


As an example we will derive the Gaussian formulas for re- 
peated integration. We obtain from (56) 


If, now, we put 


oo 


Desi Ng, 
v=0 
we obtain, on multiplying together the two equations 
Ge D204) 
= ele 
2! 4! 


ofj+e.. ] (N72 + No + Ng 62+ ae ) 


and therefore, in addition to Ny = —1, the recurrence formula 


D20 [4] D208) D’o0) D0 [2»+-2] 
Na =No-2G et 2-4 By Ss eae “oy! = QED 


(60) 
leading to the same values of the N», as found in No. 130 by another 
method. 

We have, therefore, 


D-? = 6-2 — 2 N,,8" 
y=1 
Ee (61) 
a HA7? a N20", 


the indetermination consisting in introducing a linear function 
ax + 5, if this operation is applied to f(z). 
The constants a and b are determined, if we require that inte- 
gration and summation shall commence with the argument 0. 
The constant a is introduced by the first integration and must, 
therefore, be determined by (36), as (61) is also obtained by apply- 
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62 
ing (386) twice, eliminating O? by O? = 1 + i Now (36) may 
be written 
i fo) 
fseorde = 24) + Sf) +2 M,0P YG) +0, 


Assuming 0 as the lower limit of integration and summation, and 
putting + = 0, we have 


a= —$1(0) — 2 M,,*-Y(0). 
In order to determine b, we now write (61) in the form 
f (sees = 2y@ + 0 — EN, Ye) + ae +8, 
v=1 


If, in this, we put « = O and remember that the lower limits of 
integration and summation are zero, we find 


b = 2 N,, 6” *f(0). 
v=1 
With the values found for a and b we have finally 


(e (rayae = 2Tf(e+1)—x EQ +2 M,,0 70) | 
= £ (62) 
oe N 2» ae @) | , 


agreeing with §12 (44), if in the latter formula we let roo. 
217. In order to derive the first Gaussian formula for repeated 
integration, we note that, according to (57), 
© Dige-+l 


Dr= Fz 


2 
rai (27) !3 ee 


If, now, we put 


De Jo 
v=0 
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and multiply the two equations by each other, we have 


1 D308) D379 61 
-—+,-( fe Ce 
ioe & 2!3 413 
4 
and, on comparing the coefficients of 52” in the expansions of both 
sides of the equation, J) = —1 and the recurrence formula 
D301 Dsor 
— Jy = Joa rly, a4 613 


D391) D30 [2v+3] ( a= ) v (63) 
J ()!3 (2+ 2)! 37 go? 


leading to the same values as found in No. 129 by another method. 
We therefore have, to begin with, 


Dia etl 5-8 ~2J,0 nae (64) 
If we apply this formula to f(z — 3), and note that 
O6~“f@ — 3) = (: ate SN a-9e) = 27f(x) + 22f(@), 
we have 
J fre-pae—zy@) + 970)— 34,08 He-H tart. (65) 


Assuming, as before, that the lower limits of integration and 
summation are zero, we find for x = 0 


b= Jee a ft), 
y=1 


while a is determined in a similar way by (34) which we write in 
the form 


fe — Hae = 270) +3 Kae — 9) +a, 
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whence 
a= —2K,,8”~f(—}). 


If, finally, we insert in (65) the values found for a and 6, we 


obtain 
\ (16 — 3)dx? = [Vseae 


= 55f(2) +42 f(x) —2 3 Ky,8"-f(—}) — 3 Jef 0 77a) | r 
v=1 y=1 es 


(66) 


agreeing with §12 (36), if in the latter formula we let r— . 

218. The special formula of Euler’s type for repeated summa- 
tion or integration, which we derived in No. 154, may be obtained 
by the calculus of symbols on expanding ~?H— in powers of D. 

On account of the relation 

—€ 
se ey) J 
(l1—e 7)? e—1 


or 
— 3) (pe 
ov! 


agent eee ee 
e a) 2) 
we have 
y ier e7? 
at Fin ae eS ae Areca eink 
“ (Gans G2eo8 
ee es B, D’-? 
Oper NSO 
or 


oy y—2 
DF? eToys BNE 


ag ee So (67) 


agreeing with §14 (22) forr — o; for we see, on letting 1 > ~, that 
both constants in the linear function, introduced by the integra- 
tion, vanish. 
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§19. Interpolation with Several Variables! 


219. Confining ourselves, to begin with, to functions of two 
variables, we denote a function of x and y by f(x; y); not, as is 
customary in analysis, by f(x, y) which, according to the notation 
, 1) = fy) 


of No. 16, mean 


We assume further, for the sake of simplicity, that the data are 
given in the following form, which we shall call the function-table: 


eS LE ee ee ett 


x GS bo bi be 
do f (40; bo) J (ao; 61) F (ao; b2) 
ay f(a; bo) f(a; bi) f(a; b2) 


a2 (a2; bo) f (a2; b1) f (a2; be) 


j 


A perfectly safe way of interpolating for f(z; y) in this table is 
evidently the following one. For the particular value of « under 
consideration we interpolate, in succession, for the values 


F@5 bo), F@; bi), fw; bz), .- (1) 


At each of these interpolations we use one particular column of 
the table; these interpolations are, therefore, interpolations with 
one variable, and the accuracy may be controlled by the remainder- 
term in the usual way. 

But the sequence (1) is evidently a table with one single argu- 
ment of f(x; y), considered as a function of y and with a constant 2. 
In this table we may, therefore, interpolate for f(v; y) in the usual 
way, controlling the accuracy by means of the remainder-term. 

It might, therefore, seem that there is no need for developing a 


1See further the following two papers which only came to my notice 
after the book had been sent to press: 

S. Narumi: Some formulas in the theory of interpolation of many inde- 
pendent variables: Téhoku Mathematical Journal, vol. 18 (1920), p. 309. 

L. Neder: Interpolationsformeln fiir Funktionen mehrerer Argumente; 
Skandinavisk Aktuarietidskrift, 1926, p. 59. 
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separate theory of interpolation with several variables. There are, 
however, several reasons why this should be done. In many cases 
we are not satisfied with obtaining f(x; y) for particular values of 
x and y, but want an approximate expression for f(x; y) as a function 
of x and y. The extent of the given function-table must also be 
taken into consideration, as it is not always possible to interpolate 
for the values (1) with uniform accuracy. In any case we shall 
assume that we possess the values of f(w; y) required in order to 
obtain a form useful practically for the remainder-term. From this 
follows that the points (a,; b,) used for the interpolation cannot 
be chosen quite arbitrarily in the plane but—as has already been 
assumed in the function-table above—belong to the points of sec- 
tion of two systems of parallel lines of which one is parallel to the 
x-axis, the other to the y-axis, while the distances between the 
parallels are quite arbitrary. 

220. If a table of f(x; y) is given, divided differences may be 
formed with respect to x and y, separately or simultaneously. The 
divided difference with respect to x, formed with the arguments 
A, M1, . . . a,, and with respect to y, formed with the arguments 
bo, b1, . . . 0,, is of the order »y + y, and is denoted by 


Ppp ELGG von Op gen etn) (2) 


It is indifferent, in which order the successive differences are 
formed; for if the symbol @, (see No. 18) acts on 2 alone, and the 
symbol 6’, on Yo alone, it is seen by a simple calculation that 


9" f (Lo; Yo) = 8’ Opf (Lo; Yo). (3) 


In dealing with more variables than one, it is of great importance 
to abbreviate the notation as much as possible, and we shall there- 
fore write 


t= (f— a)... (&—4,_1)39, = Y — by)... Y— by); F 
%=Yo= 1. @) 


We have then, by Newton’s formula with divided differences 


S(a;y) = 2 2, f(a o «9 Oy, Wich Sree, Co alas 
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But by the same formula 


S(Qo a ene a,;Y) = 2 Yuta + Ym +1 F(A see a,; Y, Bo see bz); 
a= 


so that 
fay) = 2 2 Ya tu tt, (5) 
pics B= . 


R Un ee chee G00 a,3Y, bo < Din) $2,435 @, Oo. ° + On3 Ys 


Now it is easy to simplify the expression for R; for we have by 
Newton’s formula with divided differences 


f(x; y, bo eecerge ee) 


= 2 ty f(do- + + 4,5Y, Bo... Bn) + tq 41f(2,do...Qn3y, bo... b:), 


and hence, on eliminating = between this equation and (6), 
v=0 


R = Ini S(t, A oe An; Y) Ure 1s Ls U0 omsine Dm) lo 
Ln +-1Ym+1F(2, A Oe. Gn; Y, bo a O° inde 


A practical form of the remainder-term may be obtained by 
noting that 
1 


IG, Go.++Qn;Y, bo coe ) = ama Diese n), (8) 


D;, and D, denoting partial differentiation. For we have first 


Sereda see Oak, Doo 0.) = reat = a pt $¢@, Go-sv > 0,9) 5 


n depending on x; but as D, denotes a partval differentiation, we 
may write 


Sao... On3n) = Aaa De" (G51). 


(6) 


206 INTERPOLATION $19 


We therefore obtain from (7) 


Un+1 n+1 Ym+1 mtt — — %nti_—-Ymt1 a m+1 
Ni oe se 9 
wang. re etn ee (n+1)! (m+1)! en) 


where we have, for abbreviation, left out f(£; y), f(a; 7) and f(&; 7). 
As the actual values of £ and 7 are unknown, it can hardly cause 
any misunderstanding that these numbers are not assumed to have 
the same values in the third term of F as in the two first ones. 

The expression (9) is, of course, not so simple as in the case of 
interpolation with one variable; but it is, in reality, simpler than 
what might have been anticipated in interpolating with two variables, 
and perfectly suited for numerical calculations. It should be noted 
that the third term of R (apart from the sign) is not the product, 
but the symbolical product of the two first terms. 

As the most important cases, practically, of (5) and (9) we note, 
form =m = 1 


fey) =fotrafotyifrtruyifut Rk, 


10 
R= 2D: se = ue 


ONG fOr Male 2 


S@3Y) = foo + Li fio + Ue foo 
+ Yi (for == Uifir ae X2 for) 


+ Y2 (foe +aifiet X2 foo) + I ts (11) 
Rep ee =a 


Sa 5 


221. Amongst the general properties of the polynomial in (5) 
we note that it is of degree n in x and of degree m in y. Further, 
that forz = a, (0 Sv <n),y = b, (0 Su Sm) it assumes the value 
f(a,; 6,), as the remainder-term vanishes under these circum- 
stances. The points used in the interpolation are all the points 
(a,; 6,) for whichO SvySn,0 <u Sm. These points are the inter- 
section points of two systems of parallels, of which n + 1 are parallel 
to the y-axis and m + 1 to the x-axis. 
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It is clear that interpolation by (5) is equivalent to the method 
described above of interpolating first for one variable and then 
for the other, provided that, in interpolating for x, we use the n” 
difference in each y-column, and that, in interpolating for y, the 
m* difference is used throughout. It is also clear that we obtain 
the same result, whether we interpolate first for x and then for y, 
or vice versa. 

If we only want the value of f(x; y) for one particular value of x 
and y, it is easier to interpolate first for one and then for the other 
variable, than to employ (5), see No. 236 and No. 240; but even 
then, our analysis has shown that we may content ourselves with 
applying the remainder-term (9), instead of examining the re- 
mainder-term at each individual interpolation. 

222. If in (5) we put a, =0,b, =0 and write, for abbrevia- 
tion, D;, D* instead of Di, -) D5 = f(uj), we get 


(12) 
n+ 1 m-+1 gr ti m+1 


y n+1y,m+1 
(m4+11-7 = (nt+1t (m+n! * 0 


This formula is not identical with the usual form of Taylor’s 
formula for two variables, the latter proceeding by homogeneous 
polynomials in x and y and having a different remainder-term 
(No. 232). 

Next let us, in (5), put a, =», b, = uw. Using the notation 
A... A, in a sense analogous with Di, D‘,, and not to be confounded 
with the differences for arbitrary intervals occurring in earlier 
sections, we find 
te m (y) 
fey) = 2 2 
y=Onp=0 Ve KB 


m+1 n+1 m+il 
n 1 y' ) m +1 as ! y" : nr | 1 ™ t 1 


"G@tpr * Gees eee Gn el) ae 
being the interpolation-formula with descending differences for two 


variables. We need hardly write down the corresponding formula 
with ascending differences. 


AUN, ER, 


ai? see) 
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223. Stirling’s and Bessel’s formulas with two variables may, of 
course, be obtained directly from (5), but it is easier to derive them 
from the formulas with one variable, by means of the following 
considerations. 

If we follow the line of argument leading to (5) with the remain- 
der-term (7), it appears, that we have made no use at all of the 
circumstances that x, is the special function (© — do) (&@ — 41) 
...(@—4,_1) and f@,a, ...4a,) a divided difference. 
In reality we have only made use of the fact that f(x) has the form 


f(a) = z f(@rs sa) Re, 14 f@ars. oa) ad 


the x, being certain given functions of x, d, . . . @,—1, and the 
f(@o . . . a,) functions of do, . . . a, which are obtained by per- 
forming certain operations on f(z). Formula (5) is therefore valid 
on these more general assumptions. 

We now denote the operation by which f(a... a,) is derived 
from f(x), by : 
6,f(u) = fla... 4,). (15) 
The operation 6” need not, therefore, necessarily mean the v times 
repeated operation 0, but includes, for instance, such operations 


as 6’ = 10’,ete. If the operation 6” is distributive and commutative, 
(5) may be written in the form of the symbolical product 


; f(e;y) = 2 GH. 2 ye +H. (16) 


This is perhaps most easily seen by noting that, if by da 41 we 
understand x, (14) may be written 


n+1 5 
f(x) = z x, 0, fu) 


whence 


| 
M 
8 
so} 
se 
M 
= 
Sa 


fay) = 


R= 
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where 
. ete pat 
R= 2416. 2 Yad 2 STE eg hata ees el 


med oma 
+ Sn 1 Ym+1 9% 6, 


Removing now the sums by 


2, Oe (us 0) = flas0) — tar he" Fus2), 


v 


= y,% Suzy) =fUsy) —Ym4oi 9, fu; 0), 


n=0 


we have the short form for the remainder-term 


n+1 m+1 n+1 iors 


R= 2n419, + Ymi1% —Xn+1Y¥m+1%, % 


209 


224. It is clear that in this way we obtain three types of inter- 
polation-formulas with central differences, as each of the sym- 
bolical factors in (16) may be either of Stirling’s or of Bessel’s type. 
Thus, the formula of the type Stirling-Stirling is the symbolical 


product of the two formulas 


2 le a oO siete gl =] 
9 L(y 1)! (2v)! 


m [24] — 1 ka (2u] 
= E np pbs | 
=o L(26—1)! (2u) ! 


with the remainder-term 


and 


“A 


gl2nt2]—1 are a yer am at gl2n+2]—1 qlnrraiet 
(Qn+1)! § (2m+1)! ~ (2n+1)! (2m+1)! 


We have, for instance, form = m = 1 


Lye o> 
S(@;y) =14+20&+ 5 4% 


+u(aa +20806+5 a ‘ca) 


2n+1 


(17) 


Doan 


(19) 


- (18) 
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lf Zim) 
Ra) py ppt "—2 p 1) , 0 ) DD’. (20) 


The factor left out in (19) is f(u; v), so that the first term on the 
right, or 1, means f(0; 0). 

225. In the same way, the formula of the type Bessel-Bessel 
is the symbolical product of the two formulas 


i [y+ 1] —1 (2v + 1] 
x ; & , 
> eer. gh aS pl 
Sa (2v) ! (2y + 1)! 
and (21) 
m (24 + 1] —1 (2u + 1] 
5 E aie y 57 
w=0L (2y)! (2u + 1)! 
with the factor f(u + 4;v + 4) left out, and the remainder-term 
gm t8I-1 yom It alent 8l—1 aylemt3]—1 


= jaa Qn+2 .2m+2 
 Qn+2)1* (2m+2)! 0" (2n+2)1 (2m-+2)17% De 


We have, for instance, forn = m= 1 


a(x? — 4) 43 


fa@ttyt+h) = : aeons dy Of 
fe x(x? o(a* — 4) 43 
y| Oy 3 + 28, 8, a HB 
(23) 
iar Of+e,o8+7—!o8 coast Deoa| 
\ Aves 8 = 
WP) o, Spo, o. HEP ttl ar 
6 6 
with the factor f(u + 4; + 4) left out, and the remainder-term 
4) te ee 
Re eae 
24 ue 
(24) 


YroDYH-Dp @CH-DE-H)Y-DYy—2 4 
24 ise 24 24 Poa | 


R 
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226. Finally the formula of the type Stirling-Bessel is obtained 
as the symbolical product of 


gels Wee ee ae 
: leit +28 
and (25) 
m pe eS, yet +] 
0 


IMs 


by v 
Opps Capa ching 


with the factor f(u; v + 4) left out, and the remainder-term 


he ale ae AC Tees Qm+2 grr ast ie tae ae on+1 pm? (26) 
(2n+1)!* Qn--2)t (2n+1)! (2m+2)!-* a 
We have, for instance, forn = m = 1 
; L259 
Soe 4124) =O, +20 6, Os + 5 ou O, 
v8 
+4 a To bu 8 1 > ou by 
(27) 
eae! 2 
sie ‘(a jt eels, 0 a+ 8 oe) 
eed 2 
sl ea : 2 é +20 yh +5 i) +R 
with the factor f(u; v + 4) left out, and the remainder-term 
LA CRS Cael) Bee Ws ed Op er ty O 8 hese 9 oe 
SS era eg? OE 
(28) 


_#7@-)DY- DY —»*D p} pt 
6 24 se 


227. We note, in particular, the formula for interpolation to the 
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middle. It is obtained from the type Bessel-Bessel by putting 
x = y = 0 and is, therefore, the symbolical product of 


n Bier 2 Ne 
pana 2 (2y) | : 
and (29) 
m Vis Oe eee 
ait 2 ee koe 


with the factor f(u + 4; v + 4) left out, and the remainder-term 


[1.3...(2n + 1)]? ae [1.3...(2m + 1)]? .om+e 
ee N eh m+1 
_(-prt™ [1.3...(2n+ 1)]*? [1.3... (2m + 1)? pet? pm? 


23 (on 4+ 2)t 2™*8(Qm+4+2)1 5" 


This formula is, in reality, fairly simple if written with numerical 
coefficients. Thus we have, forn = m = 2, 


i 1 2 3 4 
an |e ee Oy ” awe bu v 

(3:3) Ge; ra Oo + tog F O 

=7( abv otahe os eee =) (31) 
8 8 128 


3 t 
a a 6 R 
J ban iehs = Sel: ho: + = 08 O ve 


1 1 
with the factor s(u +5 93” + 5 left out, and the remainder-term 


ess ae Di + Dy) — (55) of Dr, Ge 


228. Formulas with two variables of Everett’s type may be 
obtained in exactly the same way. We leave the details to the 
reader. 

229. Interpolation-formulas with three or more variables may 
be obtained by the same method. We confine ourselves to stating 
these formulas in the general case; that is the case of divided dif- 
ferences, from which all the more special formulas may easily be 
derived. 
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If there are three variables, we begin by expanding in terms of 
one of these, and thereafter use the results obtained for two variables, 
that is (5) and (7). The %-terms occurring in the remainder- 
term are eliminated as above by Newton’s formula, written in the 
form 


2 Io -- » A) =f) — p41 fy ao... dn). 
In this way we find 
I@jy;2) = = 


or in symbolical form 


k 
Det Us Ge dene rieae (33) 


n m k 
Fy 2) = >. 2; 0.° 2 y,0.> 2-2, 6, +h, (34) 
0 =0 


v=0 = 


the factor f(u;v;w) having been left out. 
For the remainder-term we have, to begin with, the inconvenient 
form 


Fe = Sq 41 f(@, Oo « . - On3Y;2) + Ym4iS(@;Y, Oo. . . Om;2) 
Seer ats Ye, Coc2) 2 Cy) — x 4 Ya 1 J; Bo» « 3) Oni J, 00 = >< Omi) 
Zn Seif (L, Ao. Anj Yj 2, Coos Ce) —Ym4s S+is (Lj Y, 00... Om; %, Co» + Cy) 

ee ae ws Clem sas 00 1c Om 5 2) Cacnese Cy) 


In order to simplify this, we again abbreviate our notation, 


writing 
Ln 41 = In+1S(, Go.» » GnjY;2) 
In 41 pntt 
—(m+hnr* ’ 
Ln tt Ym+1 = Tn41Ymti fl, Go. ++ AnjY; Dome On,5 2) 


(36) 
= Ln +1 Um+1 ey oe 


@E iia +tpr § : 


Unt a Zk =Ln41 Ym4+1 S4it (x, Ao---An;Y, bo eee Bins 2, Co... Cy) 


d 


— nti Ym+1 +1 Dope De 
(n+1)!(m+1)!(k+1)! 


(35) 
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ete. In this notation the remainder-term assumes the more trans- 
parent form 


R= (p41 + Yat + ze) — (Lat Ymgi + nd1 Zep. + Ym+1 Zk+1) (37) 


+ Lata Ym+1 eH 


230. It is finally proved by induction that analogous formulas 
hold for N variables. If 2 means summation with regard to all 
the variables x, y, 2, ... , we find for the remainder-term in the 
general case 


R= 2 fg41 — 2Spn1 m4 + O¥ae Uni eet ee 
The number of terms in this formula is 
N+()+@)+...4+1=2"-1. 


This number increases rapidly with N, but is, on the whole, small 
in comparison with the number of principal terms in the develop- 
ment of f(x; y; 2; . . . ), the latter number being 


(n+1)(m+1)(K4+1)... (N factors). 


231. So far we have only considered certain interpolation-formu- 
las, possessing remainder-terms of a particularly simple form. We 
are now going to briefly mention certain formulas of a more elastic 
nature, but with more complicated remainder-terms. We confine 
ourselves to the case of two variables and to the formulas with 
divided differences. The reader who has followed our preceding 
explanations will have no difficulty in performing for himself the 
extension to more variables, and the specialization to descending and 
central differences, etc. 

If, in deriving (5), we do not expand all the f(a... a,;y) to 
the same number of terms, that is, if we make m depend on v, we 
evidently obtain a more general formula. We may express this by 
writing m, instead of m, in which case, instead of (5), we obtain 


fasy) = > es Ustu +R, (39) 


y=On= 


R= Leite, Qo.- On) + 2 Ly Ym, +id (Go +++G,5Y, bo oes On,) (40) 


v= 
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or for practical purposes 


Bi Un +1 pees . v, Yn, th 
(n +1)! v=ov! (m+ 1)! 
This remainder-term is not so simple as (9), but not so compli- 
cated that it is impossible to apply it in practice, especially as com- 
pensation is obtained by the fact that there are fewer terms to cal- 
culate in (39) than in (5). The choice of the numbers m, and n 
depends on an examination of the separate terms in (41) which is, 
of course, an inconvenience. In practice it is, therefore, often 
preferable to apply (5) with the remainder-term (9) in such a way 
that the terms which can at once be seen not to influence the re- 
quired decimals, are not actually calculated. The same remark 
applies to the more special formulas, such as (23), etc. 
232. A particular case of (39) deserves special attention.’ If 
we put m, = n — »v, we obtain immediately 


DD ee ea) 


nm sy, 


f(a; y) = me aed Yu Sry a Rk, (42) 


n+1lay 


v Ups ynn—rt+l 
— ————— p)p.D . 43 
egy Oi aer cieiyla\* ae Ce 


This may more conveniently be written in the following form 
S@5Y) = foo t+ @ifio + Yr for) + (tofoo + t1Yifir + Yofor) +... la 
se (Xn Sno tnt ita 141 An eee x Jon) +h, 


Un +1 n+1 Ln Yi n Yn+1 mee 
Seah ents Gays ae 


An examination of the remainder-term shows that it vanishes at 
the following points 


(Ao; Dn) 
(Qo; bn - 1); (a1; b, - 1) 
(Ao; bn - 2)5 (a1; bn - 2)5 (Q2; by - 2) 


(Qo; bo), (a1; bo), 60-5 2 O68 Be 6-0 om (Gas bo). 


10. Biermann: Vorlesungen iiber Mathematische Naiherungsmethoden, 
p. 138-144. 
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At these points the polynomial in (44) therefore assumes the 
values f(a, ;,), and the number of constants in the polynomial 


: 1 
is the same as the number of these points, or 5 (n+1)(n+2). A 


polynomial of this form is, therefore, completely determined, if we 
require that it shall assume these values, and (44) is a means of con- 
structing such a polynomial. 

Taylor’s formula for two variables is evidently obtained as a 
limiting case of (44). 

233. We may write (5) in a form corresponding to Lagrange’s 
interpolation-formula. For if we put 


P(x) = (x — a) (@ —a1)... (© — a), P,(x) = Be, ) 
zh ’ (46) 
Pty) = (y — bo) (y — br)... (y— bn), P, (y) ne 


the polynomial 


by 
ele 
ms 


a,;0 
2 ee 
will evidently for x = a, (0SvSn),y = b, (0 Su SM) assume 
the values f(a,; b,). As the polynomial is of degree n in x, and of 


degree m in y, it must be identical with the polynomial on the right 
of (5). We therefore have 


P()-Py) 
P3@,) P,(6,) 


fla;y)= 3 2 fa,;b,) +R, (47) 
the remainder-term being the same as in (5) and therefore identical 
with (7) or (9). 

We shall call this formula Lagrange’s formula for two variables. 
It is easily extended to three and more variables. It is very useful 
for deriving certain formulas of mechanical cubature, see §20. 

234. As regards the practical calculation of the coefficients in 
the interpolation-formula, we may begin by forming, by means of 
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the function-table, the following table which is called the difference- 
table in x. 


F(@o; bo) f (ao; b1) F(@o; be) 
F (Go, a1; bo) f (ao, a1}; b1) f (ao, a1; ba) 
f (Go, @1, G2; bo) S (Go, @1, a2; bi) f(@o, @1, G2; ba) 


The numbers in the first, second, etc., column are obtained by 
forming the divided differences of the values in the first, second, 
etc., column of the function-table. 

Having thus filled up the difference-table in x, we form the fol- 
lowing difference-table in x and y by forming the divided differences 
of the values in the first, second, etc., line of the difference-table 
in 2: 


f (a0; bo) f (a0; bo, b1) f(@o; bo, b1, b2) 
f (a0, a1; bo) f(@o, a1; bo, b1) f(@o, a1; bo, b1, b2) 
F(Go, G1, G2; bo) | f(ao, a1, G2; bo, bi) | (do, a1, a2; bo, bi, ba) 


But this table is identical with 


foo fox for 
fio fia fie 


tro fax fre 


and therefore contains exactly the divided differences of which use 

is made in the interpolation-formula. It should be noted that 

columns in the table correspond to lines in (11), and vice versa. 
235. As an example, we will assume that the following table is 
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given of a polynomial which is of the third degree in 2, and of the 
third degree in y. 


x y =0 2 3 5 

2 9 65 159 599 
3 19 133 289 979 
5 51 401 TAL 2051 
6 73 625 1099 2803 


9 65 159 599 
10 68 130 380 
2 22 32 52 
0 2 3 5 


and from this the difference-table in x and y 


9 28 22) 4 
10 29 11 2 
2 10 0 0 
0 1 0 0 


The polynomial f(z ;y) is completely determined by the given 
function-table; by means of the difference-table in 2 and y, and by 
formula (5), we may immediately write down 


| 


fe ;y= 9+10(@—2) + 2(e—2) @—3) +0 
+ y [28 + 29 @—2) + 10 @—2) @—3) + @—2) @—3) @—5)j 

+ y (y—2) [22 + 11 (@—2) + 0 + 0 

+y (y—2) (y—3) [4 +2 (@—-2) + 0 + 0 


which reduces to 
SO y) = xy + 2x? + xy? + Qry* + 1. 


236. If we only want the value of f(x; y) at a special point, say 
x = 4,y = 1, we may avoid forming the difference-table in x and 
y, and content ourselves with the difference-table in z. By means 


] 
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of the latter, we form a table of f(4; y) as shown below, and inter- 
polate. 


y f(A; y) fi fe fs 
2 65 68 22 2 241 236 44 8 
3 159 130 32 3 477 488 84 

5 599 380 52 5 1453 


The result is 
f(4;1) = 33 + 104y: + 44y2 + 8 ys = 109. 


237. The same results are, of course, obtained by inserting the 
given values in Lagrange’s formula (47). 

238. If we interpolate by (44), we form, of course, only the 
differences actually used in the formula. Let the function-table be 


a y=1 2 3 
2 1404 1989 2808 
3 2340 3159 

4, 3510 


As in this case the arguments are equidistant, we use ordinary, 
and not divided, differences, and form first the difference-table in x 


1404 1989 2808 
936 1170 
234 


and hence the difference-table in x and y 


1404 585 234 
936 234 
234 


The result of the interpolation is 
fy) = 1404 + [936 (@ — 2) + 585 Yy — 1)] 


@ - 2) v0" 


+234 a eres 
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or 
fixyy) =117[(@+y)?+2—-24+3)+h#, 


R being given by (45) forn = 2. If it is known that f(a; y) is a 
polynomial of the second degree in x and y together, that is, of the 
form 


fey) = Ze, 27 y" (+p S 2), 
we have evidently R = 0, and consequently 
Sey) = 117 (@ + 9) @ — 2y + 2). 


239. As a slightly more complicated case, let us consider the 
following table of the function 


ey —1 
fay) = 
w@ y = 20 22 24 26 
0.035 28.9644. 33.1362 37.6105 42.4092 
0.040 80.6385 SO L2O 40.2924 45.7304 
0.045 32.4856 37.5830 43.2151 49.3776 
0.050 34.3656 40.0833 46. 4023 53.3859 


and interpolate for f(x; y) by the formula Bessel-Bessel with all the 
accuracy obtainable from the table. It is, then, (23) that is to be 
applied. 

We first form the difference-table in x 


31.5370 36.4278 41.7538 47.5540 
1.7971 2.3105 2.9227 3.6472 
0.1280 0.1820 0.2526 0.3436 
0.0099 0.0156 0.0237 0.0351 


The first column contains the central differences, or means, ob- 
tainable from the first column of the function-table, that is 


i) 
31.5370 = 5 (30.6385 + 32.4356), 1.7971 = 32.4356 — 30.6385, 
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etc. The second column of the difference-table in x contains the 
corresponding values, formed by means of the second column of the 
function-table, and so on. 

From the difference-table in x we now form, line by line, but 
otherwise by the same method, the difference-table in x and y, or 


39.0908 5.3260 0.4547 0.0390 
2.6166 0.6122 0.1056 0.0135 
0.2173 0.0706 0.0185 0.0038 
0.0197 0.0081 0.0029 0.0009 


Here we have, then, 
L 
39.0908 = 5 (36.4278 + 41.7538), 5.3260 = 41.7538 — 36.4278, 


and so on. 
We may now write down the result, which is 


ay EA 
fz +53 +5) - 


Soeeer pees al 
30,0908 + 2.6166 + 0.2173" > * + ise! 


oper Any) 
wy ( 5.3260 + 0.6122x + 0.07065 + 0.0081 a) 


’ amet, ph ney Telco I 
4 ¥ 5 ( 0.4547 + 0.10562 + 0.0185 ” 5 + 0.0029 =) 


ae ee | arses’ 

ie Hy ( 0.0390 + 0.0135x + 0.0038 ~ 5 + 0.0009 ee) aegis 
where R is given by (24). The formula assumes as usual that the 
table interval is unity; it should therefore be noted that x and y 


have different meanings in the formula and in the function-table. 
zy 


240. If we only want the value of f(x; y) = at a special 


y 


point, say x = 0.044, y = 22.5, we proceed as in No. 236, stopping 
at the difference-table in x, and completing the calculation in the 
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corresponding way as shown below, putting in the interpolation- 
formula 


tees | 3 Le seh 1 
TS so ec ee ae ee 
5 ea 4 
2 f(.044;y)] 5 8 53 
Chee , eee S 
20 |} 31.5370 -+ 1.7971¢ + 0.1280— 5+ 0.0099 ==») = || 32.0058 
5.0405 | 6 song 
22 || 36.4978 2.3105 0.1820 0.0156 37.1003 | 5 soy | 0.0429 
24 || 41.7538 2.9227 0.2526 0.0237 42.6102 | 6’ dig9 | 0-5063 
26 || 47 5540 3.6472 0.3436 0.0351 48.6204 | °° 


The result of the interpolation is 
f(0.044; 22.5) = 


Up: YO =) 
39.8582 + 5.5039y + 0.4848 5 a 0.0429 pera 38.4371. 


The interpolation-formula for a single variable is, in practice, 
often written in the form §5(18), see the numerical example in 
No. 45. 

241. The question is now as to how many decimals can be 
relied upon in this result. 
ry 


We observe first, that from f(w;y) = 


we immediately 
obtain 
Ds Ede Ds De = ye™ (xy3 + 12x?y? + 36xry + 24). 
Further, we have 


fey) = eras, 


and hence 


De bee zy ae 1 4550 
be Ras : Ra el ae 


We now obtain upper limits to De Dy, and D D; which are all 
positive in the intervals under consideration, by putting x = 0.050, 
y = 26, whence zy = 1.30. We find 


D; < 8720000, D, < 0.00046, Dé Dé < 8900. 
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But in order to obtain limits to the differential-coefficients in 
(24), we must take into account that the table intervals are not 
unity, and therefore multiply D: by 0.0054, Dy by 24 = 16 and 
D: D, by 16 X 0.0054. We thus find that the terms depending on 
D; or D; alone do not exceed 0.00008 and 0.00013 respectively, 
while the term depending on D: D, is quite negligible. The error 
represented by the remainder-term can therefore not exceed 2.1 
units of the fourth decimal, to which may be added a trifling forcing- 
error. As it happens, all four decimals in the interpolated value 
are correct. 

242. Interpolation with several variables is always a tedious 
process in comparison with interpolation with one variable, and it 
is therefore desirable, when possible, to reduce the problem to inter- 
polation with one variable, as may sometimes be done. In the 
last example we may put 


zy 


fle;y) =y-—— = yv ey); 
we then obtain from the function-table, after division by y, a table 
of y (zg) in which we may interpolate for ¥(0.99), whereafter the re- 
quired value is found as 22.Av¥(0.99). In the special numerical 
case considered above the interpolation may even be completely 
37.5830 
and the 


avoided, as 0.045 X 22 = 0.99, so that ¥(0.92) = 
37.5830 


required value 22.5 = 38.4371. 


Not infrequently it is possible to interpolate along a single line 
of tabular values, for instance a diagonal or other sloping line.' 
Let us assume that the values of the function are known for in- 
tegral (positive or negative) values of x and y. If we put 


v(z) = f(ke +h;mz+n), 


k, h, m and n being integers, (2) is known for integral values of 

z, and we have a table of ¥(¢) in which we may interpolate for non- 
seat values of 2, and therefore find f(x; y), if 2 and y have the 
forma = ka +h,y =mze-+n. 


1 J, Spencer: Journal of the Institute of Actuaries, vol. 40, p. 299; W. 
Palin Elderton: Biometrica, vol. 6, p. 94. 
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§20. Mechanical Cubature 


243. We define a formula of mechanical cubature as a formula, 
representing the approximate value of a double integral‘ as a linear 
function of a certain number of values of the function under con- 
sideration. We have therefore to do with an extension to two 
variables of the formulas derived in §16. If we confine ourselves 
to constant limits of integration, the method is quite analogous, as 
we evidently obtain a formula of the desired nature by integrating 
Lagrange’s interpolation-formula for two variables, between fixed 
limits for x and y respectively. We may thus, as will appear 
presently, largely make use of the results obtained in §16. We 
content ourselves with a few applications of the quadrature-formulas 
involving an odd number of terms. 


If we put 
P@) =2(@@?-1)... @-7), P,@) = fe 
Fy) 
Py) =yy— 1)... Ys), P,Q) = y = 


Lagrange’s formula with two variables, or §19(47) with the re- 
mainder-term §19(7), may be written 


ce CO EAU)) 
S@;y) = ec HG ye) + P@IG, OS) ede) @) 
+ Ply) fay, 0,+1, O90 8) - PP) Py) f(a, 0,1, 1 ENY, 0, =f 1, OG =r 8). 
If we put, for abbreviation, 


a is P,@) peaks is P,Y) 
u-\ po Gl eae © 


and integrate (2) with respect to x between the limits --m, and 
with respect to y between the limits +: n, we obtain 


VU sesn aaay - 3S Woo Ree 


yp=—-ryu=—s 


? This notion is often confounded with that of a repeated integral, see No. 
117, 129 and 154. In the latter case we have only one variable, in the former 
two. 
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=e) 


= it i Ge, OE 1 ery) + PO) sa;y, 0,221, ... 8) 
— P(x) P(y) f(,0,41,...47r;y,0,41,...+8)] drdy. 
We may simplify this remainder-term by means of the properties 


of P(x), proved in No. 169, and applying, mutatis mutandis, to P(y). 
We find for each of the three components of the remainder-term 


i Ie P(x) f(e,0,+1,... 47r;y) drdy 
~ iL ie Q(x) f(z, x, 0, +1,... +7;y) drdy 
2r+2 


2: EPG n) ihe _ 4n 4n De" f(&3) Hikes n) \e (2r-+2] 
(Qr +2) I CLOT rene sam or 


and in the same way, or by substitution of letters 


ne (OH 4m De? f(E}7) 
‘i i: Ply) f(xjy,0,+1,...+48) dxdy = eee 


“Garaeiinan gees 


finally 
G i P(x) PY) fw, 0, +1,...£75;y,0,+1,... +8) drdy 
= ={f {i Q(x) Py) f(a, 2,0, £1,...+7;y,0,+1,...+ 8) dxdy 


ig ie Q(x) Qly) f(x, x,0,+1,...47;y,y,0,+1,...48) drdy 
Daw 2s+2 


Diese ne Rigs 
ij aemiontan) 00% 5,008 


A Dae Des f5 n) gir +2] dx ; { ys 2 dy, 
~ (27 + 2)! (2s + 2)! 


(5) 
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so that 
Qr+2 


_ 4nD; f(s) ie PtH dy, pee ING 8) 4m Da 4m D, — f(& 0) \u Bet2l dy 
(2r + 2)! (2s + 2)! 
_ 4DP Dy 10) 
(2r + 2)! (2s + 2)! eo 


(6) 
ie gltrt2l dy | ie yt2l dy, 


244. If, for both the variables, we choose the interval of integra- 
tion as unity, we must put, in (4), 


xy 
8) 
fasy) = F532 7) 
Introducing at the same time the notations 
1 ane 1 
V aes Gis Vu ca on Uns 


sy uae rae er ee Re Le 
F 2, =1(2;0) +"( 0), I hese (0,4) +2(0; 2) (8) 


Sh rs Gee a ars Ae Weed dees) a en 
Foy = (ses) +R; £) +r 2m’ 2n +F( 2m’ 2) 


and writing, as in §16 (14), 


[2k] “ sf 
== aarener, a 2 


(4) and (6) may, since according to No. 168 


Us U,, Us =U, 


be written 


ae — —? § — 
{ | { Flesu)dudy = VoVoFo + Vo2V, Faw + Vo2V, Fay 
be | = 1 


(10) 
+ > > VY; Vie 


yv=ilp=1 


[2r-+-2] 7\27+-2 [2s+2] 7\2s-+2 [2r+2 2s+2 2 
R=O%m Dp +0mn Dy Oi (OL De? Deans 
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In the two most important cases, 7 = m, s = n (the closed type), 
and r =m — 1,s =n — 1 (the open type), the coefficients V,, V,, 


ee : % 
and oe +2 may be immediately taken from the tables 
in No: i72. 


It should be noted that the right-hand side of (10), apart from 


the remainder-term, is the symbolical product of two formulas with 
one argument, viz. 


Vo +20, (Hi +57) 
it 
and — saa) 


Vie evi me) 
| 


the factor left out being / ee =) 


245. The most important of these formulas is Simpson’s formula 
for two variables which is obtained for r = m = 1,s = n = 1, that is 


4 3 
(CAD ten = SUES a 


tae 2880 =a (0! GE Gianeaa sa DD oh oe 


This formula contains 9 values of /(x;y), placed in a square. 
Foo is the value in the middle of the square, /’11, is the sum of the 
values at the corners, and (F's) + Fo) the sum of the remaining 
values. 

246. If, next, we putr = m = 2,8 =n = 2, we geta formula 
of considerably greater accuracy, viz. 


3 4 
i \ F(a,y)dady = —— [144 Foo + 1024 Fan + 49 Fan 
meee 8100 


4+ 384 (Fag, + Fao) + 84 Fao2 + Fna0) + 224 Pata + F.n)) +h 
= — 0.0%52 (D’ + Ds + 0.0°52 D; Dj). (16) 


(15) 
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In this formula we have used 25 values, placed in a square schedule 
as follows: 


Fo The middle. 
Fay The corners of the inner square. 
Tsay The corners of the outer square. 


(Fo + Fst) The middles of the sides of the inner square. 
(Pog + F229) The middles of the sides of the outer square. 
(Pajg + F201) The remaining 8 points. 


In performing the calculation, it is practical to mark off the values 
as they are used. 

247. In cases where only a rough approximation is required, 
we may sometimes replace the volume whose base is a square with 
side 1, by the height in the middle of the square. That is, we apply 
the simplest formula of the open type, or §16(15). The result is 


1s hs F(w;y) dady = Foo + 5 (Di + Di ED (17) 


248. As an application, let us calculate the integral 


3 3 x 


We have then 


£ 1 1 1 
Fey) = = ( : ; ) 
(23Y) ge+ty? 2 MEER ns re 
so that 
¥ ! 1 1 
Dip = (1 £2) = Qu) Z son | 
« (- Meme (x - ayy tert “1 (a 2S ayy tet * 


If on the right we put 
x=pcosé, y=psin8, 

‘whence 
40 


w+ ty = pe”, & — ty = pe”, 
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we get 
2» 72, (Qv + Qu)! 
D,Dy = (-— 1)" ~aFieti 008 (Qv + Qu + 1)6, 
consequently 
Eee (Qv + Qu)! 
|D, Dp, | s poe 


For the region of integration under consideration we may, on 
the right, put x = y = 2, and thus find 


(Qv + 2u)! 
~ 93 Fantl 75 
to be used in examining the remainder-term. 


If we apply Simpson’s formula for two variables, the function- 
table has the following appearance 


(Doe (19) 


a y = 2 2% 3 
1 8 2 

: 4 41 13 
; 10 e 10 
4 41 5 61 
3 12 il 

3 —_—- — — 
13 61 6 


so that the required value, apart from the remainder-term, is 


1pie (18 22) 2 5 | 17 _ 14045621 
36| 5 ai 61) + 4 * 13+ 6 | ~ 70228080 
The question is now as to how many of these figures may be 


relied upon. 
We find me (19) and (14) 


Al 4! PS! 
a 2/2, T 91/3 T 9880 23/2 


so that the required volume is 0.2000 with an error that does not 
exceed one unit of the fourth decimal. 


= 0.200000. 


ne wa 75) < 0.000004, 
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In the case under consideration it is, by the way, possible to per- 
form the integration rigourously; we thus find the value 


Peso t Blots ee oe aretg——- = 0.200021, 
2 2 ea 3 
so that the limit to the error, found by the remainder-term, is not 
much too high. 

249. We will now treat the same example by formula (15). 
The function-table is here 


x y = 2.00 2.25 2.50 2.75 3.00 
2.00 0.25 0.2206896 | 0.1951220 |} 0.1729730 | 0.1538462 
2.25 0.2482759 | 0.2222222 | 0.1988951 | 0.1782178 | 0.16 
2.50 0. 2439024 | 0.2209945 | 0.2 0.1809955 | 0.1639344 
2.75 0.2378379 | 0.2178218 | 0.1990950 | 0.1818182 | 0.1660377 
3.00 0.2307693 | 0.2133333 | 0.1967213 | 0.1811321 | 0.1666667 


and the required value, by (15), 
Sk 
8100 
+384 X 0.7999801 + 84 X 0.7996801 + 224 X 1.6002795) =0.200021. 


(144 X 0.2 + 1024 X 0.8000800 + 49 X 0.8012822 


For the remainder-term we find by (16) and (19) 


6! 6! 12! 
6 ee ee ——— 5 6 
IR] < 0082 ( se 75 + gag + 0.05275) < 0.082, 


In this case we may be sure that the error can only slightly exceed 
one half unit of the sixth decimal; as a matter of fact, this is also 
correct. 

250. If, finally, we apply (17), we find for the double integral 
the value 0.2, and as a limit to the error, by (19) 


Ro (tenia Pe re Be 8 it 
24\ 2472 b 28/3 tT 2497/3) < 9.0077. 


The result should, therefore, be stated as 0.20 with an error that 
does not exceed one unit of the second decimal. But comparison 
with the exact value shows that we have, as a matter of fact, ob- 


|R| < 
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tained four correct decimals by the rough method. This example 
may, therefore, be taken as a useful warning against the too often 
employed method: namely, that of judging the value of an ap- 
proximate formula by the results it has produced in isolated numer- 
ical cases, instead of examining the remainder-term. 


APPENDIX 
§21. On Differential Coefficients of Arbitrary Order 


251. The examination of the error involved in an interpolation- 
formula is, in the general case, based on the knowledge of the differ- 
ential coefficient of a certain order. The direct calculation of the 
latter is as a rule possible, but may occasionally lead to tedious 
calculations, even in the case of elementary functions. Although 
the investigation of these questions does not really belong to the 
theory of interpolation, but is a subject of mathematical analysis, 
yet we find it practical to collect here some of the expressions known 
for differential coefficients of arbitrary order, and to call attention 
to the means we possess of calculating or estimating such differ- 
ential coefficients. 

252. We assume that the reader is familiar with the result of 
differentiating one of the elementary functions 


x*, Log x, a’, sin x, cos x 


n times; we also assume Leibnitz’ formula for the n differential 
coefficient of the product of two functions wu and » 


DP = 3 a D’u- D"~». (1) 
v=0 


We remind the reader, en passant, of the fact that any formula for 
the n‘* differential coefficient can be generalized by a linear trans- 
formation of the variable, as 


Df(a + br) = bf (a + bz). (2) 


253. Every rational function of x may, as is well known, be 
written as a sum of a polynomial and a finite number of terms of 


the form — where m is a positive integer, while a and b may 


0) 
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be any constants, real or complex. We may therefore find an ex- 
plicit expression for the n differential coefficient. The result may 
finally be brought into real form; for our purpose most profitably 
by introducing polar coordinates, as in the example of No. 248. 

In order to apply this method with advantage it is, however, 
necessary that the polynomial in the denominator is, or can easily 
be, resolved into factors. In the case where all the roots are dif- 
ferent, the result is particularly simple. Let us put 


PQ) =e = 61 (07) 7. =o, (3) 


and let F(x) denote a polynomial which is of lower degree than 
P(a). We have then 


es amsee UCP ed a) 
P(t) »=1P"(a,)x — G,’ (4) 


for if we multiply on both sides by P(x), the right-hand side will 
evidently represent a polynomial which is, at the most, of degree 
p — i, and which, forx =a, (v = 1,2, . . . p), assumes the values 
Fa,) @ = 1, 2,...). This polynomial must, therefore, be 
identical with F(z), as the degree of the latter does not exceed 
p—1. 

P' (a,) may either be obtained by differentiation of P(x), being 
thus expressed in terms of the coefficients of the polynomial, or be 
expressed in terms of the roots as 


jl pan a 
t—da, ~— a, (5) 


= (a,—a1). . .(@,—4,_1)-(@,—4,41). . .(@,—p). 


We now obtain from (4) the desired formula 


Sey ee a CP eS eas 
P@) May "aP'G,) (x — a, (6) 


254. As an example, we will treat the case where P(x) is of the 
second, F(x) of the first degree. 
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If P(x) has the real and different roots a and b, we find from (6) 


an a + Bx % can] atpa  _a+fb | (7) 
(c—a)(@—b) a—b La@—a (¢—dH! 
If the roots are real and equal, we have 


ape p a + Ba 
(@—a)? x—a’ (ex —a) 


consequently 
pt Cele 1)"n! 
(7 — a)? (x —a)# 


If finally—which is the most interesting case—the roots are com- 
plex a + 1b, we find by (6) 


[8 @ — a) + (n+ 1) (a+ 68a)]. ~ (8) 


peeve oe a a a 2 Aes) 0) 
(c—a)?+b2  —-_ 2a (c—a—1b)*+2— (w—a+2b)"*1] 
If, in this, we put 
BEN Cesar SCL? 
x—-a+dt = pe” e Sans 
ahr b (10) 
%—a— Ww = pe ee has Sema 


we obtain the real form 


a wo (—1)"n! ; 
es = pee eae rpm a 10) 


Let us, in particular, put 
gi lp 10,0 = 0, 01 = 1: 


we find, for n>0, 


D* arct aye (n — 1)! sin (n arc cot x) 
CN ER a Sera a er 


- (12) 
(1 + 27)? 
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If, on the other hand, we put 
a=0,8=1a=0,b=1 
and remember that 
= 
1+ 2" 
we find, for n>0, 


= D Log (1 + 2”), 


yr 2(n — 1)! cos (n arc cot x) 
(1+ a)? 
We may evidently also express (9) in algebraical-real form, but 
this is not advantageous for our purpose. 


255. We next recall the fact that in any case where we are able 
to expand f(x + h) in powers of h, we obtain at the same time an 


1 
expression for D"f(x), as the coefficient of h” is | D*f(z). This 


D* Log (1 + 2?) = (-1 (13) 


is also so, if the differential coefficients only exist as far as the order 
used in the remainder-term; it is, however, convenient to write 
o as the upper limit of summation, although we do not in reality 
assume that the expansion can be continued indefinitely. . 

These remarks lead in certain cases, important practically, to 
simple expressions for D"f(yz), where yz is a function of x. The 
method is as follows. If f(yz+,) can be expanded in powers of h, 


1 
the coefficient of h” is oT D*f(yz), where D acts on x. We now put 


f (Yr+n) =f [Ye F (York a Yz)] 


eal 
= ZF Ye) Yorn — Ya)" 


2 l n n n 
= ef CAG Ay eA hee 


so that 
(n) (n—1) (n—2) 


I 7 n n—1 
mee = pT OW+ Gay te Ot Gon 


TOs) eae 
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The result may therefore be written 
D*f(yz) = 2 Ay nego (yz), | 
i (14) 
(Yosh 3 Yu)" = hr 2 Arh. 


256. This formula leads, for instance, to the desired result, if 
yz has one of the following four forms, important in practice 


a + bx + cx?, sata 


ae Cue, 
co+d 


Log (a + bz), (15) 


which we will treat in succession. 
If yz = a + be + cx’, we have 


(Yorn — Yo)” = ht (b + 2cx + ch)’. 
Expanding the right-hand side by the binomial theorem, we find 


A” = (") c’(b+ 2cx)"~”, 
so that the result is 
D"f (yz) ca >: ue c’(b te PTs tad Bie GY BN 
v=0 y! (16) 
Ye = a+ ba + cx’. 


If, in particular, a 


b =O" = 1 we get 


SE yn” 
Dia) => 
v=0 


) 
Qn =e), 


pv! 


(17) 
and as a special case of this formula 
De 2=e¢ ?4H,(2), 
tt n® (18) 
‘f ny n—2Qv 
EA) eh) a et er 
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The polynomials H,,(x) are usually called Hermite’s polynominals* 
although they were first found by Tchebychef. 
Another application is 


t 1 Sine 1S). Ona 


YS = re 
V1—2? V1—2? oF vy! 2” (1—2?)"~” 2 
from which we obtain, as 
1 D : 
js sin x, 
Vpse arc 
the following formula, valid for n >0, 
ae 
1 7 2 _ 1) (2%) bi 1 Se n—2v—1 
D"aresinz = > Meet Mines) (20 
V/ [72 sab y! 2” (1—22)"-” 
257. If, next, we put 
_ax+b 
Me on ed? 
we have 
ch \~" (ad — cb)* 
zth — Yr)" = 1 Py 
Ode) w( +4) (ex +- d)””’ 
so that 
poe cy ‘vi C i (ad — cb)r 
; v cea +d/ (cx +d)" 
We therefore obtain the result in the following form 
(ad—cb)* "= (" ) @= oaed 
D"f(y-) = SD —1)”) (n—») 
L(Ys) = Pasi 1? \ es | eed) ete (Ys) 
_az+b ay 
* eed 


1 A table of these polynomials as far as n = 6 is found in N. R. Jorgensen: 
Underségelser over Frequensflader og Korrelation, Copenhagen 1916. 
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In particular, we find forb =c = 1,a=d = 0, 
1 (—1)*"-! (”) (t) 
Dp” S eee eS — 1\@) prg(n—v) fea 
ij “ me” \v ek eet - 


1 a 1n-i 
Det = Gy Fn Ce 
an y=0 Vv 


whence 


) (n — 1)™z’. 


258. If y, = e2+%, we have 


TS 
Ss 


(Yo+h mes AY — e7(atbz) ( a= dr pe er (a+tbz) > 
s=r 


bhe, 
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(22) 


(23) 


where we have first developed (e% — 1)’ in powers of e®* and then 


in powers of h. Therefore 


rarty 
A” = er(attz) A'0 
v 


r+, 
(r+ i 


and finally, for n >0, 
n v0” 
D"f (yz) = >” > ao eatery) (y.) 
v=1 VD. 
Y, = ert, 
From this we find, for instance, 


Dye) = 25 
v=1 


0” 
ep); 


yp! 


in particular 


1 1 we /AVE 
p 3 eee, 
ea ee ie 
«7 ze ge AO 
Dre — e > e, 
p=1 pv! 


(Sys K’0" 
ye (learner) 


D” Log(e? — 1) = = 
v=l1 


(24) 


(25) 


(26) 


(27) 


(28) 
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259. Functions of sin x and cosxz may be treated by (24). If, 
for instance, we write 


ext +. e-zi ; 4 
cota = a eee 
en — ae erxt = 1 


we find by (24), forn >0, 

Qu Qi) 2 gv 

oh a 
e2ut = ii e2xi S4l sy @! ES oe) 


D* cotx = D” 


es (—1)’ ah i, (24) yee Lat | 


v=1 sin’t 


Tt 


If, in this, we put 7 = e2, we get 


m—yp Vv 
ee (—1e+(n—») 5, 
) 


Deore = z (—1)’” rricat 


but as Dcot x is real for real x, the imaginary part must vanish 
identically so that we finally obtain 


3 cos| —ix+(n-y) a 
DP cote = 2 (12? A 


v=1 sin x 
As 
Tv 
cot( + 4 = — tgz, 
we find by (29) 
me sin| (@ pet | 
D tee = > (—1 ytlon—» 0” ———_—_______—__, 
P pat Vise = cos’* a G0) 
it should further be noted that, as 


cotx = DLogsinz, tgx = — D Log cosz, 
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we obtain from (29) and (30) the following formulas, valid for 
n>1, 


sin] (D2 (0-2) al 


n—1 
Po aleay oven 1) A) ee ST 
gs se ( ) A sin’tly ’ ( ) 
n 
ae cos| (»—1)0-+™ | 
Ty Loxrcosx= > (—1)" 2" 7 AO a a ae ee) 
p=l cos x 


From these two formulas we derive by subtraction general ex- 
pressions for D” Log tg x and D” Log cot x, and from these again 
general expressions for D” cosec x and D" sec x, by noting that 


a 
cosec x = D Log tg 7 Secu = D Log cot @ — *). 


260. If, finally, we put y, = Log (a + bx), we have 


bh : bh \t 
(Yess — Ys)? = Loge (1 ff ls —)- Dy (1 Le ae =) 
b 


whe b \ir = yey Yn 
=D, 3 (— ! Pi. s! \a+ bz 6 


consequently 


(r) Z onl b Nee 
» — (r+ty)!\a+ ba 


and therefore, for n> 0, 


nn - D’0~—” 
pry = (2 3 (are 2 pray, 


a+ bx/ y= (33) 
Y2 = Log (a+ ba). 
In particular, we have 
D*f(Log x) = — 3 — D’0—f (Log 2), (34) 
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whence, for instance, 


i = : 35 
Log x 1. yt LO oe 
As the Logarithmic-integral function is defined by! 
; thot Pe anay ) 
aor mes ee (J Log t = ‘ac Log t/’ 
we have 
Dig) = : 
ae Log x 
and hence, by (35), form >1 
—])r-in-1 D’ oth) 
DF Tate) = sal! (36) 


Wea ayes Log”*'z 4 


261. Instead of deriving (16), (21), (24) and (33) directly, we 
might, of course, have derived the more special formulas (17), 
(22), (25) and (34) directly, and thereafter have obtained the more 
general formulas by a linear transformation of the variable. 

262. In many cases where a function is defined by a series or 
by a definite integral we may, by differentiation of the series or the 
integral, obtain explicit expressions for the n” differential coefficient 
and limits to this. An important example is the function Log I'(#). 
From the well-known expansion? 


Log T(z) = —Cx — Log +2 [2 = Loa(1 a =) (37) 
Vv v 


we thus obtain 


D" LogP@) = (—I)* (w — YZ EI, 


1 Landau: Handbuch der Lehre von der Verteilung der Primzahlen, vol. 
ep ee l 

2 See, for instance, Whittaker and Watson: Modern Analysis, third ed., 
p. 236. 


(n> 1). (38) 
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Now we have, by §12(29), assuming x>0 and 0 <@<1, 


SA as, Se i tages 6: 1 
o(@+pv)"™ a 0 (et) “ae (n — 1a 
and consequently 


(n — 2)! x>0,n> :) 
’ 


|D* Log P(x) | = ———[x + 9m — 0] eee (39) 


—2 
Gio 
which is very useful in interpolating in a table of Log ['(z). 

It may also be noted, that D® Log I(x), as appears from (38), 
does not change its sign, so that the Error-Test is applicable. 

263. Mathematical analysis has still other means at its disposal 
for ascertaining limits to the differential coefficients of functions 
of one or more variables, especially the inequalities found by 
Cauchy! which only require that certain general analytical prop- 
erties of the function are known. We could not, however, go 
into this subject without transgressing the scope of this book. 


1See, for instance, Picard: Traité d’Analyse, vol. II, p. 111 and p. 238- 
240. 
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tion-formulas, 114-115 

— Eulerian summation-formulas, 
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— osculating interpolation, 33-34 
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—for the m* differential coeffi- 
cient, 64, 197 
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— general formula, 226-227 
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— Markoff’s formula, 64, 197 
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Numerical illustrations, 
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—— Everett’s first formula, 44-45, 
48-49 
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type, 153 

—— mechanical quadrature, 161-162 


INDEX 


Numerical illustrations—continued 

— mechanical cubature, 228-231 

— numerical integration of dif- 
ferential equations, 172-176 
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ical quadrature, Summation- 
formula, Differential equations. 
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Runge, 18, 38, 80, 170 


Sheppard, 10 
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Spencer, J., 223 

Steffensen, J. F., 101, 107, 118, 119 
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Summation-formula, 

—— Laplace’s type, generally, 104 
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Summation, repeated, see Repeated 
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Sey 3 0% ome aIZKSIR, ANE Ayat 
5-1, D1, 178-179; ©, 184 
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N THE “elder days of art’’ each artist or craftsman enjoyed 
the privilege of independent creation. He carried through 

a process of manufacture from beginning to end. The scribe 

of the days before the printing press was such a craftsman. So 
was the printer in the days before the machine process. He stood 
or fell, as a craftsman, by the merit or demerit or his finished product. 


Modern machine production has added much to the worker’s 
productivity and to his material welfare; but it has deprived him 
of the old creative distinctiveness. His work is merged in the 
work of the team, and lost sight of as something representing him 
and his personality. 


Many hands and minds contribute to the manufacture of a book, 
in this day of specialization. There are seven distinct major 
processes in the making of a book: The type must first be set; by 
the monotype method, there are two processes, the “keyboarding” 
of the MS and the casting of the type from the perforated paper 
rolls thus produced. Formulas and other intricate work must be 
hand-set; then the whole brought together (‘‘composed”’) in its 
true order, made into pages and forms. ‘The results must be checked 
by proof reading at each stage. Then comes the “make-ready” 
and press-run and finally the binding into volumes. 


All of these processes, except that of binding into cloth or leather 
covers, are carried on under our roof. 


The motto of the Waverly Press is Sans Tache. Our ideal is to 
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to population growth by natural increase—i.e., excess of 
births over deaths. A work characterized by William H. 
Welch as “the most comprehensive world-wide study of 
this subject made in recent years.” 


THE NATURAL INCREASE OF MAN- 
KIND $4.00 


By J. SHIRLEY SWEENEY 


Ask for a Complete Catalogue 


THE WILLIAMS & WILKINS COMPANY 
Publishers of Scientific Books and Periodicals 
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